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PREFACE. 



Between 1878 and the present time at kast eight treatises de- 
voted entirely to the Athenian Secretaries have been published. 
If we add articles in handbooks ,and dictionaries of classical an- 
tiquities in which statements of facts rather than proofs are fur- 
nished, the number must be doubled. The subject of this study 
is therefore an old, much-investigated one ; its point of view alone 
is new. 

There were few annual offices at Athens not filled by boards of 
ten. There were fewer still filled by individuals. The secretary- 
ships were such. Of the other single annual offices the names of 
the holders have with a few distinguished exceptions all been lost. 
It is, indeed, altogether owing to the fact that, in the case of the 
Secretaryships alone of their class, we know in large part the names 
and demes of their holders, that their study is of more than third- 
rate importance in Athenian Constitutional History. Knowing 
their demes we know their tribes, and as a result of the observa- 
tion that the tribe of the psephismata secretary for any given year 
was determined by its position in the official order, something of 
value may have been derived from this study. Of this let the 
reader judge for himself. 

During the fifth and fourth centuries B. C. the archons establish 
the years of the secretaries : during the third and second the pse- 
phismata secretaries will, hereafter, be our guides in fixing the 
years of the archons. To the list oflfered by me the names only 
of those archons have been admitted whose positions have been 
located or affected by the secretaries, and of these I am conscious 
that many will later have to be changed. 

To Professor B. I. Wheeler of Cornell University for the sug- 
gestion on which this investigation was begun, and for his constant 
assistance and advice up to and through the reading and criticism 
of the manuscript and proof, I here acknowledge my very 
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great indebtedness. Through his kindness and that of Dr. A. 
Wilhelm of the Austrian Institute at Athens, I have been enabled 
to obtain early or more accurate readings of several inscriptions. 
I desire, try>, to thank Professor G. P. Bristol of Cornell Univer- 
sity for liis services in reading the proof, and aLso Mr. P. O. Bates, 
Fellow of Cornell University, whose special knowledge of the 
Attic demes and trills has been of much value to me. 

iTHAfA, N. Y., April 9, 1898. 
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THE ATHENIAN SECRETARIES. 



§ I. Th^ Tkn Tribes and their Officiai. Order. 

Probably that which more than anything else determined the 
shape of the mechanism of Athenian government was the institu- 
tion of the ten tribes. Before Kleisthenes' time there had been four 
tribes only, rcXcovrcs, "OttAi/tcs, 'ApyaScts and AiyiKopcts, so called 
from the four sons of Ion. From the little we can learn of them, 
they seem to have been local and social in character, and there- 
fore dififerent in kind from those with which we are familiar in 
later times. Kleisthenes in devising the ten tribes strove to make 
them unlike their predecessors, and probably succeeded. The 
Kleisthenean tribes were also dififerent in kind from their sub- 
divisions, the trittyes and demes. The demes were new creations 
of Kleisthenes ; the trittyes had existed even before Solon's time. 
This difference consisted in the fact that the ten tribes did not 
have a place on the map of Attica, while the Ionic tribes, the 
trittyes and the demes did. The tribe had its agora, or meeting- 
place, but the men who assembled there might, and ordinarily did, 
come from several different sections of the countrv. A number of 
contiguous demes made a trittys, and a deme was a lot of land 
with the citizens who themselves, or whose ancestors, nominally 
or actually, dwelt on it. Each of the ten tribes had three 
trittyes, and each trittys a number of demes. Each tribe, trittys, 
and deme had its own constitution and ofl&cers. As the trittyes 
were by far the least important of these three divisions of the 
citizens of Athens, so were the ten tribes the most important ; 
for we find that with very few exceptions all the state oflSces were 
filled by boards of ten or multiples of ten. The frequency of 
S€Ka and Kara <l>v\ds in Aristotle's Constitution of Athens is ex- 
tremely significant. The political institutions were certainly 
based upon the decimal system ; the religious institutions are in- 
separable from the political, and the military have the ten 
generals, the ten taxiarchs, the ten phylarchs, the ten divisions 
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of the citizen army etc., to show the plan upon which they were 
built. 

Outside Attica also, the influence of the ten tribes was felt. 
If a colony was planted, each tribe had its representative on the 
board of land agents. If a Kleruchy was sent out, it preserved the 
tribal organization of the motherland : it was Athens in miniature. 
If new territory was acquired, an enclosure was reserved for the 
eponymoi of the tribes. If Atlieuiaus held offices in dependent 
states, the tribe was considered in their election just as in the 
case of offices at Athens. In fact, wherever Athenian iufluence 
prevailed, the form of government there in vogue owed its pro- 
portions to the tribal institutions of Athens. 

Not only were the duties which the 8^/«w could not personally 
perform ordinarily entrusted to boards of ten, but these boards of 
ten were made up of individuals chosen by lot, one from each of 
the ten tribes. The tribe determined the group of citizens eligible 
for a certain office ; the lot decided which of the group should 
hold it. Both served purely and simply as convenient and 
equitable means of distributing state honours and burdens. 
Neither is essentially democratic; but as applied at Athens both 
were. The tribes became democratic iustitutions, when, by 
Kleisthenes' reforms, approximately all citizens were admitted 
to them. The lot became most democratic, when any citizen of 
Athens might be selected by it to hold any office. 

It is obvious that for the distribution of offices filled by individ- 
uals not by boards — such as the secretaryships — an order of pre- 
cedence among the tribes was desirable ; for so best was an equi- 
table distribution possible. If the explanation, offered Hy H. 
Sidgwick (Class. Rev. 1894 p. 333 ff.) for the periodic anarchy 
which followed the legislation of Solon, be correct, and it is 
highly plausible, it follows immediately that there was such an 
order among the four Ionic tribes. What this might have been 
we can only conjecture. It may be found in the following 
passage from Eur. Ion, 1579-81. 

rErVioiv fikv la-rai wpCiTOi ' tlra SeuTCpoi . . . 
'OirAip-es 'ApyaSiji r' <p.rji t" air'uiyi'Sos 
"Ev <fivkoy t^awT AlyiKOp^%. 
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Accordingly the official order of the four Ionic phylai may 
have been (i) VOAovrtt, f2)'07r\)7rEs, (3) 'ApyaSeis, (4) AiT-iKoptts. 

However that may be, there can be no question whatsoever as to 
the existence of an official order of the ten tribes. As given in 
many iuscnptional documents it is as follows: (i) Erechtheis, 
(2) Aigeis, {3) Pandionis, (4) Leontis, (5) Akamaiitis, (6) Oineis, 
(7) Kekropis, (8) Hippothontis, (g) Aiantis, (10) Antiochis. As 
a means of classifying the names of the citizens, this order was 
the nearest approach the Athenians made to onr use of the letters 
of the alphabet. Tliat it was more than a mere convenience in 
cataloguing has yet to be shown. 

The names of the tribes are said by Aristotle to have been 
selected for them by the Pythian God from among the one hun- 
dred Archegetai. If it were not true that the ten tribes were the 
arbitrary creations of Kleisthenes, this might be understood to 
mean that the Athenians themselves did not know anything 
about the origin of the names. As it is, it is probably the correct 
explanation. Who the hundred Archegetai were, and what rela- 
tion they bore, if any, to the hundred demes and the forty-two 
(jTfflnifUK ruiv jJXukSi-, are questions still awaiting solution. 

The origin of the official order is quite as uncertain, A. 
Mommsen (Phil. N. F., 1888, p, 449 ff.) tries to show that it 
sprang from the old Calendar of Festivals. According to his 
view, each of the ten eponymoi was worshipped in a certain season 
of the year, and each tribe managed the affairs of the state, 
through its representatives in the senate, during the period in 
which the festival of its eponymos was held. The guarantee for 
the observance of the official order was the sanctity of the Calen- 
dar of Festivals. When people became less observant of the wor- 
ship of the heroes, the official order was thrust aside. The 
strongest objection to this view is that it is contrary to the tend- 
ency observable in the historic period. Although it is certain that 
the official order was never in any known period followed by the 
tribes in the prytany, yet, in other matters of a civil nature, the 
tendency is altoj^ether in the direction of its broader use, Momm- 
sen's view is based upon the assumption that the official order 
was followed in disposing the tribes in the prytany in the earliest 
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\ times. This is very unlikely. It must be admitted, however, 

that the employment of the lot in the election of civil officials is 

doubtful between 510 B.C. and 487 B.C. Aristotle tells us that 

in the latter year it was first used for the election of the archons. 

Previously, he says, they were elected by the people. Even if 

tlie official order did originate iu the way conceived by Mommsen, 

IS not for loiig, if at all, perpetuated in that way. To me the 

origin of the official order seems incapable of settlement ; but the 

I institutions which demanded it, and preserved it, after it was once 

fixed, may, I think, be legitimately made a subject of enquiry. 

The earliest reference to a. fixed order of tlie tribes is found in 

I connection with the military organization of the state. In the 

I account given by Herodotus of the deliberations that took place 

I immediately before the battle of Marathon, we are told that the 

I ten generals— one from each tribe at that time — held office by 

I turns, each for one day only, and that Miltiades waited till his 

lawful day came round before putting the troops in motion. It is 

not reasonable to suppose that an order of precedence was fixed 

by lot for each period of ten days throughout the year. In the 

■angemenl of the prytanies in after time-!, to which the rotation 

of the generalship would present the closest analogy, we have 

I reasons for believing that at least up to the thirtieth day of the 

' prytany, the lot had not yet been cast to decide upon the next 

tribe to prytanize ; so that we have herein no precedent on 

which to base the assumption that they fixed by lot, at the be- 

l ginning of each year, the order in which the tribes were to hold 

r the generalship, in each ten-day period throughout the year. 

Further, it being clear from Herodotus that there was a fixed 

\ order of succession in the generalship, we should naturally expect 

it to be the official order. 

It also appears to me entirely lik-ely that the •fivKa.i or raiui were 

I arranged in batile according to the official order. At Marathon, 

Herodotus tells us. such was the case : ■^ytof/.ivov Si tovtov t$c8fKavTo 

m api$ii,iovTO at ^jiAnt, ij(Oficyai iXA^XBn-. The imperfect seems 

I to show that they were arranged in a customary order, t. e., 

the official order. If the polemarch Kalliiuachos of Aphidna, 

. Herodotus says, was in cocumand of the whole army in 
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virtue of his office, took his position with his own tribe 
Aiantis, i. e., had his tribe with him in the right wing, then 
Erechtheis, the first tribe, was placed on the left. In Plutarch, 
Aristid. V, we are told that IvContis and Antiochis, commanded 
respectively by Themistokles and Aristides, fought side by side 
in the centre. This clashes with the account given by Herodotus, 
and does not seem to me to deserve credence ; for Plutarch, who 
lived in the first century after Chrisl and was a native of Boeotia, 
was acquainted only with the organization of mercenary troops, 
and conld have had little knowledge of the citizen militia of 
Athens in the fifth century before Christ. The placing of Leontis 
and Antiochis side by side, would not jar with the order of things 
with which he was acquainted, and would add greatly to the 
dramatic effect of his narration. 

An Athenian army was but an aggregate often tribes of citizen 
soldiers. The ephebes were divided for mess into ten divisions 
according to their tribes. The ten divisions of the cavalry were 
called i/>uAat. When an army was put in the field , men of a certain 
age, drafted from each of the ten tribes, made up the ten regi- 
ments of which it was composed. To determine what individuals 
were included within the age limits set, the forty-two eVuvupn tSv 
^JXiKiiv were used. The iiraiwfUii. t!ov ^vkiau were used to determine 
the regiments to which these individuals belonged. We know, 
then, that in drafting troops for service, in assigning their places 
to each soldier, in distributing the ephebes at mess, the tribe was 
primarily considered. The ten regiments were the ten tribes. 
The ten commanders were the ten tribal officers, and held supreme 
command by turns in a well known order of succession. On one 
occasion there is at least some evidence that the regiments stood 
side by side in the official order of Ihe tribes. This establishes a 
probability in favor of the view that the order of the tribes was 
the order of the regiments, and. as far as I am aware, there is 
nothing that militates against it. 

From time immemorial, we are told by Thucydides and Pausa- 
nias, there existed at Athens the custom of burying the citizens, 
who fell in battle, in the public burying ground of the Kerameikos, 
The dead of each tribe were buried separately, and over the graves 
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stelai were erected bearing the name and deme of each (or^Xat 
TO. ovaitara. koj. tov S^/ioc ticairTOv Kiyouaax). Several of tliese stelai 
have come down to us. and on them the names are disposed 
according to the official order of the trihes. It is, indeed, in these 
lists that we first meet with the official order in the inscriptions. 
Those who fell at Marathon were buried according to their tribes 
(itara ^vXai), and Stelai erected bearing their names ; while, even 
before that event, burial in the public buria! ground existed. The 
important point to be noticed is, that it was only in the case of the 
warriors who died in battle that the names were inscribed in the 
official order of the trihes. This strengthens the view as to the 
use of the official order to aid in marshalling the citizen army. 

The military necessities would thus demand a fixed arrangement 
of the tribes, and the constant usage of the order, when fixed, 
would insure pennanency to the organization : but why was the 
order such as it is? Perhaps Eleisthenes had the Pythian God 
arrange the tribes, as he had hiin name them. Perhaps the acci- 
dental arrangement of the statues of the eponymoi in Ihe market- 
place was adopted and so became fixed. The order was certainly 
so fixed for the burial lists of those who fell in battle, as early as 
460 B. C. . and seems to have been spasmodically adopted in later 
periods as the order of succession or rotatioii in the holding of 
civil offices. 



§ 2. The Secretakies of the Senate and People as 
determined by references in the literature. 



The relation of the secretaries at Athens to the tribes, the role 
played by the official order in determining their distribution over 
the tribes, and the bearing of these considerations on the number, 
names, and duties of the secretaries, are the problems undertaken 
for solution in this study. 

First in importance among the secretaries will come those of 
the senate and people. Literary references determine their num- 
ber and functions, and guide us iu our epigraphical investiga- 
tions Aristotle is the chief source of information outside the in- 
scriptions, and he, in Ath. Pol, 54, 3-5, says ; 
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KAijpoStrt Si Ktti ypaiiitaTia TOf leara irpUTai'euiv koXov/iivov, o! tUv 
ypafi/iaTiiiii T cittI Kvpio^, Kai Ta ^■q'^iirfxarii to, yiyvo/ieva ifivkaTTei, 
Ktti TaXAa TTtii'Ta dfTtypQi^tTai, KoX jmpiiKufljjriH Tg ^011X3. Trporfpoi' /itv 
ow ouTO! ijv ^eipOTOiTjrds, KUt Tois evSotOTaTOUS Kcu TTiOTordTous e;(etpOTd- 
vouv ■ mil yap iv Tiiis UTijXaK irpos raTs (ru/ifia;(ui[s Km Trpo^iviois Ka! 
vroXtrtuits ouros avaypa^erai ' viji' 8J yiyoi/c. icAijpuiTos. nXjjpouiri SJ 
KOI tTrl Tois i-d^ous frepoi-, os irapriKaftjral rj /3ou\g, Kai di-ri-jipatjieTai 
Kal euros jtoitq^. j(€[/jotdkl S« mii 6 S^/iiK ypn-fifiaTta tov (iMiyviuo-dfitt'oi' 
airiu Kai T^ ffovXij, Kal outds ouStvds £i7Ti Kvpios aXX' ^ To5 di'ayvSKii. 

This is the fountain head of almost all our literary information 
on the subject of the secretaries of the senate and people. Pol- 
lux, viii, 98, has paraphrased the passage thus : 

Ylfpt VpafiiuxTeiov. 

rpufi^aTtis Kara Trpirrai'ciai' ' Kkj/pioScli inro Tiji Pavk^i cni Tia ypa/x- 

/iara tfivXaTTtiv Kal to \jrq^iiriuiTa ' Kai frepoi iwi touj vdpjjus tiro T^s /3o«- 

k^i )(fipOTfivoiifiei'Oi. Si inro tov Sij/iou alptStls ypo/n^Ttis dvayivtuo-Mt 

T<f TC S^^tf) Koi T^ /SouAg. 

Ilepi 'AvTiypa^t'tus. 
'ArrtypaiftaK ' vrpOTtpov //.iv aiptrds. oS A? 8( xXijpiiirds ^v ' km irivTa avT- 
typa.<jiCTO xupujco9^p,en3i rg jSouXg. 

Pollux is wrong in saying that the secretary of the laws was 
elected by show of hands. He also makes duties for two o£S- 
cials, the ypannard^ koto. irpvTavtCav and the dvTtypa^evV, out of those 
giveu by Aristotle to the former aloue. 

The following is Harpokration's version of it (Dem. xviii, 

p. 238, 14. o ypap/iaTfi/^ T^s ^ouA.^*) - — 'J'pap.parivi ' ArjpotrOivrp iiirep 
KTijcrii^ilivTOS. O ypufi/mrfirs T<us te K-iiBiaTa.TO Kai Ti iirpaTTtv. <i)s Tuiv 
ypafipjiTuiy r itrrl Niiptot Kal to, ij/jj4>t<riJjiTa to, ycvd/itva ^uXarrci Kal to. 
iXka TTaVTa avTlypd'fiCTiU Kal 7rapnKoS);Tai T-g ^ouXg, SeS^Xcuittv ApidTOTtAij! 
fv Aftjiioduv iroXiTog, . 

The value of tlie information, added by the publication in 1891 
of the 'ASjjvutW UokiTtia referred to, is chiefly in that it reconciles 
the statemeuls of Pollux and Harpokration. It compels us to 
accept the facts as given, and to apply our knowledge towards the 
elucidation of the inscriplional evidence. 

We learn from Aristotle that there were three secretaries of the 
senate and assembly ; we do not learn, however, the distinguish- 
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ing title of each. The yfxifjLfmTevs Kara irpvravtUv is, indeed, desig- 
nated pretty clearly, and his duties would seemingly make his 
identification easy ; but his name is not the only one connected 
with the ^i7<^tcrfiaTa, as will be seen shortly. The secretary for 
the laws is not given a title at all. The third secretary is simply 
denoted by his function, i. e., to read documents to the senate and 
people. 

§ 3. TpafifiaTcif^ rfj^ fiovXrj^. 

In the inscriptions we find that the secretary, who publishes the 
decrees of the senate and people in the earliest period, is designated 
thus : in the Nom. case, 6 ypo/tfiarcv? o T75 fiovXtf^, or 6 ypafAfmrm 
T^ PovXSjs ; in the Gen., tov yfxifjLfmriiaq T75 povXjjs ; in the Dat., T«p 

yfxifJLfAaTd T^ PcvXjjs ; in the Acc. , tov ypaftfiarm rrj^ pavXrj^, never 

TOV yfxifAfmTfa tov ttjs ficvXjf^, except in a doubting suggestion by 
Kirchhofi* in C. I. A. rv i, 22k, 1. 7, p. 58, and in C. I. A. rv 
I, ii6p, p. 68, where it has likewi;!>e been restored by the 
editor. This designation appears, in the formula used to indicate 
the way in which the decree was to be disposed of, in the oldest 
inscriptions, and continues in use until 318-7 B. C. After this it 
is never found. Between 363 B. C. and 321 B. C, the title ypoft- 
fiarcvs T^ PovX^ is found about thirty times, and after 321 B. C, 
once, in 318-7 B. C. (C. I. A. rv 2, 231b, L 67). 

The chief business of the ypoftfiarcvs, seemingly, is to inscribe 
the decrees of the senate and people, on stone tablets, and set 
them up in the places specified. He has, further, to set up lists, 
at the bidding of the senate and assembly, — such as, the names of 
allies of Athens, the text of oaths and arrangements between the 
city and other states, the names of benefactors and xpofcnx of the 
state, and the names of generals. He has to make copies of de- 
crees already inscribed and to collate others. His duties are thus 
connected with the business of the senate and assembly in their 
dvil and legislative capacity. He has no legal functions of any 
nature. 

The formula by which his duties are normally specified, before 

01. 100, is as follows : ro & ifrif^urfia ro3c atnypai^ tow ypofipuLTta 



Titles of the Psepkismata Secretary. g 

After 350 B. C. the formula is as follows : avaypdijiaj. Si to& to 
^^tjniriia Tov ypaiiiiaria t^s ;3ouX^s hr (mjXp XiBtvg koX irr^trui. ev dic/>ojrdAti. 

With the title ypa^/iaTtw t^s jSouX^s the name of the persou 
holding the oflice is uever given. In C. I. A. iv 2, 872b, 1. 7, iii, 
1038. and 1045, the title ypafi/iaTti^ ;SoiiA,^i is in all probability 
a shortened form of yp'iti/jLo.Tfvi t^s povXrj^ kuI toE SiJ/iou, —that of a 
different official allogether. 

§ 4. r pafLfiareii^ KaTo. ■jrpvrave.ta.v. 

But, as intimated earlier, we find an official with a different 
title attending to the ilni<t>i<rftaTa, and performing duties very simi- 
lar to those of the -ypa/ifiurtus r^s ffouX^q. Are they two distinct 
secretaries or is there only one with two titles ? First as to the 
title; — m all the inscriptions, except five, this new secretary is 
designated by the name found in Aristotle -/pa/i/wTeus o Kari 
trparavtiav. These five are ; (l) C. I. A. I, 61 (409-8 B. C ), 
(2) C. I. G. Sept-, 4252 (332-1 B. CJ, (3) C- r. A. n, 167, I. 31 
(between 334 and 326 B. C), (4) C. I. A. rv 2, 2456, and (5) 
C. I. A. in, 3. 

In C. I. A. I, 61, we find the phrase Tou[KaTa wpvTavtiav ypafi.ua] 
Ttws T^s ^ouX^i. In it [^Kwra wpxiTavtiav ypap.fia] has been restored by 
Koehler. C. Schaefer Inis proposed the alternative, ToS[/3iuTiXtiBS 
fura TOV ypap.fiaJTiw'i T^t (3ouA^s, and this has been received with 
favor by Sandys (Ath. Pol. 54, 3 note). In C. I. G. Sept., 
4252, the formula is complete : ifaypiuj/ai St roSe to \ji^^uriui 
iv arqkrj ki6ivti ital (TT^irat iv rij '■'^PV ''°'' ""■'''^ Trpuravaav ypafipaTta, 
In the other three inscriptions cited, the phrase TOf Kara Trpvraveuiv 
ypaniuiTia has been restored either in whole or part. In (2), (3), 
(4), and (5), the order of the words only is reversed : no new idea 
is added. Such is not the case in C. I. A. i, 61, and it is not 
till 358 B. C. , 50 years later, that the second reference to the 
secretary itaTa irflvrautiav is recorded. In C. I. A. 11, 114; A. 
Wilhelm, Bericht', p. 6 ; C. I. A, iir, 1030, and 1038, we have 
the title ypafifiartiv Kara TrpuTaviiav simply ; but, as this occurs each 
time in a list of the different officials of the senate, none of which 
have the article its absence does not signify. 

' Reprint apparently from the Sitzungsberichle der kaiserlichen Akade- 
mie der Wissenscliaften zu Wieii, philoaoph.-hist. Klasse, dated 9th Dec., 

1897. 
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The first reference to this official, leaving out of aix;ount C. 
I. A. I, 6i, is either in 35S-6 B. C. or 354-2 B. C. Here he is 
called o -ypufipireLis Kinh. irprvTaMfiav. Between the years 350 B. C. 
and 320 B. C, this title is found about twenty-five times ; between 
320 B. C. and 100 B. C. about one hundred times ; between 100 
B. C. and the birth of Christ about fifteen times, five of them be- 
ing in one inscription, and afterwards three times, once between 
166 A. D. and 169 A. D., once at about 175 A, D. and once in the 
year aog - 10 A. D, 

As to the duties of the ypa/i^Ttifs o Kara Trpmavilav ; — in C. I. A. 
I, 6r, the secretary mentioned seems to have had charge of the 
law of Draco concerning murder. At any rate, the revisers of 
the laws (draypai/i^s riv voiuav) are to receive the law from him, 
to inscribe it on a stone tablet, aiid set it down in front of the 
stoa of the ting archon. 

In C. I. A. 11, 61 {358-6 B. C. or 354-2 B. C ). the ypa.p.^Tt.^ 
Kara irpuTaveiW and the other" secretaries iu charge of the state doc- 
uments are to arrange the treasures in the Chalkotheke according 
to the nationality of the donors, to register the number, and 
make transcripts of the lists so registered. When this is done, 
the secretary of the senate (y/ra/i/uiTcus t^s ^ovX^t)' is to inscribe 
the lists on a stone tablet and set it up in front of the Chalkotheke. 
The secretary of the senate is, further, to make transcripts 

{jroi-qaaa&aL avTiypa^a tK tSiv irrriKiov) of the inscriptions that deal 

with the treasures of the Clialkotheke. 

From this time on, the ypa/iiiaTtii Kara Trpvravtiav appears regu- 
larly with the duty of inscribing the decrees of the senate and 
peuple on stone tablets and .setting them up in specified places. 
Lists also are set up by him, such as testimonials of ■n-fioiauu. of 
persons, patents of citizenship, names of certain ofiBcials, names 
of maidens who bore the peplos at the Panathenaic processions 
etc. 

The regular formula for the ordinary duties of the ypafi/MT^ o 
Kara TtpvTavtuiv is : dvaypai^t St roSc ro ip^ifiiofiia toi' ypafifiaTta rov 
KUTa TrpvTavtiav if ari^K'g ktdlvgKal ctt^oui iv — . 

' ol dXXoi ypafi/inTils ol iwi Toil Sij/moioii ■ypi/i/'aiTiv. 
'See Gustav Gilbert in Phil. 39, 18S0, p. 136 f. for tLe 
titles in the same inscription. 



Titles of the Psephismata Secretary. 1 1 

In direct connection witli the title 5 ypan^ioTcus o koto irpMiawLav, 
the name of the individual is found in four cases only. These 
are, (i) C. I, A. II, 114 (343-2 B. C.X where we have the name 
KAedirrpciToi Ti^<r^e™us AiyiAieus : (2) A. Wilhelm, Bericht, p. 6 
C335~4 B. C. ), where tlie name Upo'^^evos n»;Aa.y»pou ' kytpZavauri is 
directly given the title ypafi/ULTtvi itara irpwrai-euiv ; (3) C. I. A. iir, 
1030 .(between 166-7 ^' D. and i68-g A. D.), in which we 
have MovD-aibs *vAniTi(« ; (4) C. I. A. III. 1038 (circa 175 A. D.}, 
in which we find Bu^upiros ©en 

To sum up : we have found (i)that until the year 358-6 B. C. or 
354-2 B.C. an official called o ypa^jiarius t^s jSotjX^s superintends the 
publication of the i^jji^io-fiara of the senate and assembly and does 
their bidding in related matters, s.g^ , in making copies of decrees 
previously posted up ; (2) that, between 358-6 B. C. or 354-2 B. C. 
arid 318-7 B. C, either two distinct secretaries with the same 
functions, or one secretary with two distinct titles performs these 
duties. lu this latter period we find that the duties performed 

bv the ypafi/uiTeu! T^S PmiKijt and the ypafi/utTtit o Kara. TrpvTavdar are 

the same,' and agree in their nature with those assigned by Aris- 
totle to the ypafifiartii^ o Kara irpvTavtiav, and by Harpokration to 
the ■ypa/.ifiareus t^s (SouA^s (Dem. xviii, p. 238, 14). Neither of them 
can be either of the other two secretaries meutioned in Aristotle 
Ath. Pol. 54. In several' cases the secretary is called simply 
5 ypafifxartis. a fact which points strongly to the existence of only 
one official. The formulae used to denote their duties are alike in 
both cases, and undergo like changes simultaneously. There are 
these reasons for considering them the same person under different 
titles, and the transition stage, between 358-6 B. C. or 354-2 B. C. 
and 318-7 B. C, during which the two titles are mentioned with 
about equal frequency, is quite natural, if we think of one name 
being superseded by the other, i. f., ypafi/iOTeus t^s )SouA.^s by 
ypafilULTOii a Kara jrpvTavtiav. 



■■■Quaeve 

>C. I. A. r 

Add., 66b. 



a distribuendia decrrtis, etsi in rem inqui- 
s consilio potius usos 



." — Peundorf, Leipz. Stod. xv: 

', S4b, 1. 43, 88b, 1. 14, 1043, 1. 30, 318c frg. d, 1. : 
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§ 5. Secretaries mentioned in Titi.es and Officiai. 
Headings of Decrees. 

In the introductory part of the decrees passed by the Athenian 
senate and people, the name of a secretary is mentioned, and 
along with it, those of the tribe in the prytany when the decree 
was passed, of the chairman who put the motion, of the person 
who made the motion in the meeting, and, in some cases, of the 
archon eponymos for the year. To some decrees, also, there is 
affixed a title, usually written in large letters at the very top of 
the stone. This contains, in some cases, the names of the indi- 
viduals, or states, affected by the decree, or the general sub- 
ject of the decree ; in other cases, with or without this, 
the name of the secretary, or archon, or both. The identity 
of the secretary, mentioned in large letters at the top of 
the decree, with the person, said in the ordinary heading 
to have been secretary at tlie time the decree was passed, is de- 
termined absolutely by the identity of the names in all the ordi- 
nary inscriptions that contain both. C. I. A. iv 2, 5d (399-8 
B. C.) will serve to illustrate the ordinary title and heading : 



1 'AptcTTOKpariys ijpx^' 

2 AviTLfJui^^os KoXcuv^^ev iypafifidreve, 

3 'Aptcrrcov Atytws. 

4 *E8o^cv Ty fiovXy ' IlavStov- 

5 ts iirpvTdv€V€y AvcrtfUi;(os 

6 iypafifjudreve, KXecuv cttcctt- 

7 aTCt ' 0)V cTtTC • *AptOT€- 

8 av Tov 'A;(atov tov Atyta dva- 

9 ypoAJ/aL TOV ypafjifiar^a rrjs 
10 pov\rj^ iv TToXrj iv crTiyXj; X- 

II iBCvYj TTpO^fVOV KCU CVCp- 

12 yirrjv avrov Kal CKyovovs, Sl- 

13 vaypd\f/ai §€ avrov tov vov,- 

14 , iir^ihrj ctcrt av8- 

15 pes aya.6o\ vepl rrjv vokiv 

16 T^v ^AOrjvaiiav — 



Title. 



" Official heading. 



" Decree. 



Names of the Psephismata Secretaries. 13 

For the sake of clearness, liereafter, inscriptions consisting of 
a decree of the senate aiid people passed, prior to 368 B, C , will 
be divided as above. All before JSo^tvwill be called the title. All 
between the title and the name of the mover of the decree will be 
called the o^«a/Acarfing-, and all after the name of the mover, 
the decree. In discussing decrees that belong after 368 B. C, all 
that precedes the decree proper will be called the preamble. 
Usually near the end of the decree, e.g., in line 8 ff. of the in- 
scription just cited, there are given the formulae quoted above as 
indicating the ordinary duties of the secretary in question. It is 
in these formulae that the two different titles, yfw^t/uiTtw r^? ;So«X^s 
and ypa/i^TEV! Kara n-purawioi- are found. 

It might, I think, have been taken for granted that the secre- 
tary, meiitioned by name in the title and ofScia! heading, is the 
same one whose duties are stated in the body of the decree. The 
identity of the two in the period preceding 368 B. C. lias never 
been disputed by anyone. Aristotle takes account of the omission 
of the name of the secretary in the title under the head of 
ypa/i(w,Tcti<i Kara irpvTavtiav, and in C. I. A. II, 114 an official, whose 
name appears in the preamble of two inscriptions (C I. A. iv 2, 
114b, 114c), is called ypa^/iureis icarA Trpvravtuiv. In the preamble 
of C. I. A. IV 2, 128 b A, the name of the secretary may with 
certainty be restored thus, IIpcJ^EFOs IluXayo/joii ' A;(</>SoiNnos (see 
below §11)- To this same individual, in A. Wilhelm, Bericht, 
p. 6, is attached the title, ypa^L^rcU Kara KpvravtuLv (see below 
§ 10). This view is made quite certain by the decrees of the 
years 321-0 B. C, 320-9 B. C, and 319-8 B. C. There were 
during this period two officials dealing with decrees. Both are 
mentioned by name in the preamble. Upon one only, the 
dvaypa^evs, is imposed the task of publishing the decrees. Had 
the ffM/iiuxTtiK T^s povkSji, who between 358 B, C. and 318 B. C. 
had frequently to publish the decrees, been other than the one 
said in the preamble to have been secretary at the time the decree 
was passed, in all reason, we should have expected to find his 
name in the preamble also. 
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^^^H § 7. Relations between Tribes in the Secretaryship 


^^H AND Tribes in the Prytaky, Mode of Klecting Secretary. 


^^^1 It can be seen that, at least as late as the year 368-7 B.C., the 


^^^H secretary changed with the prytany. There were thus, in all 


^^^H probability, teu secretaries in the year, one from each of the ten 


^^H tribes. Moreover, the tribe of the secretary and the tribe for 


^^^1 which he was secretary were never the same. This is shown by 


^^^H the following cases in which we know both. 


^^^H TRIBES OF SECROTAHIES AND TRIBES FOR WHICH THEY WERE SECRETARIES 
^^^H TABUI^TED. 


^^H JT' T'Tibe Of Secretary 


Name and Detne of Secretary 


Tribe in 
litany 


^^H 444-31 


Oineis 


TlfiOT fXTJI 'A)(a.pV(Vi 


Kekropis 


^^H 433-3 


Aigeis 


KplTiaS-Tji ^navifyu Tfi6piaTt<K 


Aiantis ? 


^H 4=&-5 


Leontis 


MtyuKXiihTj^ AeuKovoKU! 


Hippothontis 


^^H 42 [-20 


Erechtheis 
\ Aigeis 
1 Kekropis 


IIpoKXc?;; 'A.Tap/iou ^viuw/itm 


Hippothontis 


^^B 4">-9 


KAtiyecij! ' AAu«U5 


Aiantis 


^^H 410-9 


Erechtheis 


\6jia>v tK KtjSSiv 


Hippothontis 


^^^1 409-S Aiantis 




Kekropis 


^^^H 409-S , Leontis 


iioyvijTOs tpptiippio^ 


Akamantis 


^^H 405-4 


Erechtheis 


IloXu/tvti E CuiiTjfieiJs 


Kekropis 


^^H 403-3 


Pandionis 




Erechtheis 


^^H 403-3 


Aigeis 
(Aigeis 


'Ayuppios KoXAuTtus 


Pandionis 


^^H 399-8 


\ Leontis 
tAntiochis 


Avij'iiia)(Oi KoXoii^^ci' 


Pandionis 


^^H 394-3 


Kekropis 


nXciruii' fitKoj^dpovi ®AuEv'« 


Pandionis 


^^H 394-3 


Akamanlis 


' ApUTTOKpaTifi Al<rxivin> KufrnXijOa' 


Aigeis 


^^B ^- 394 


Erechtheis 


XaotBn/*os ©toTtXous Aiip,?rTptv's 


Hippothontis 


^^^H 387-6 I Aigeis 1 nap<i^i*o? *tAttypo« "S.pyi^t _ ;Kekropis H 


^^^^B 378-7 1 Oineis ["ApiororeXi/s El^iXiJtou 'Axipi^'s Leontis ^| 


^^H 378-7 1 Pandionis ''KaXA('^(MK,<i.t(ro<(.iLvTo^nau.wE^Hippothontis ■ 


^^^^H a. 376 1 Hippothontis EvSpa/nuf'AxepSoutrios iPandionis H 


^B 375-4 l{^S°'i\„„,i,!»i*""0''"» JAnliochis 1 


^^^ 373-3 


Aigeis ©oi.8air.?s ito/uwu's Akamantis ■ 


r 369-8 


Hippolhontis 'E^« ™t i» 'AV^'s |Erechtheis ■ 


L 369-8 


Pandionis ''Apio-TEi'Sip; STti^cwtu KuSaffijcuitu'iLtontis ^| 


■ 368-7 


Pandionis 


Moirxo^ ®t'rriov KvSaBjivnuoi iAiantis ^H 


^K a. 363 


Oineis 






f Aiantis 

1 Hippothontis 


Otvalot Leontis H 




Leontis 


^puVuiv AniKovocvs Akamantis ^M 




Antiochis 


KuS^fiup KuSiji/opos "AXtuirtK^flfv lErechtheis ^M 
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There are two apparent exceptions, Vit. Ant., p. 233, 76, West- 
ermann, and C. I. A. iv 2, 73b ; for the former see Hille, Leipz. 
Stud. I, 1878, p. 213, and for the latter see Julius Penndorf, Leipz. 
Stud. XVIII, 1897, P- 1^4' note 6. 

One can hardly believe that the lot pure and simple decided the 
order of the tribes, in holding either one of the ofl&ces without 
relation to the other ; for, in that case, it is highly improbable that 
no instance should have been handed down to us in which the sec- 
retary belonged to the prytanizing tribe. We are, accordingly, 
justified in suspecting that the order of the tribes in the matter of 
secretary representation is determinable in terms of the order of the 
tribes in the prytany. 

We have direct statements in the inscriptions and literature to 
the effect that the order of the tribes in the prytany was decided 
by lot. Thus in C.I. A. 11, 312, we read : 

TO\yi 8c TrpvTavcts ot av [ttJ^wtov Aa;(0)O"ti/ TrpvTavcvctv 8[o]i)vat Trcpt avrov 

Ty\v i/ri}<^ov cts [T]^/A7rpa)T77v iKK\rja-iav ; and in ArivStotle Ath. Pol. 43 : 

7rpVTav€V€L 8' iv fJL€p€L Twv (^vXcov €Kd(TTrj Ktt^' o TL ttv Xa^oMTiv, at fxkv 
irpdraL rirrape^ ei koI TpiaKOvra "^fxipa^ iKaaTrj, at 8c €$ at -vcrTepcu ireirre 
Kal TpLOLKOVTa •tifx.ipa'i iKacTTrj. 

These statements, however, might be interpreted to mean that 
the tribe to sit first was fixed by lot and the others followed in the 
official order ; but an examination of the inscriptions shows plain- 
ly enough that the tribes in the prytany, at least during the fifth, 
fourth, third and second centuries before Christ, did not have any 
relation to the official order at all. 

It has been commonly believed that the order of the tribes in the 
prytany was fixed by lot at the beginning of the year. In an arti- 
cle on the * Attic Civil and Sacred Years, ' published in the Jour- 
nal of Philology for 1895-6, Vol. 24, p. 76, T. Nicklin incidentally 
suggests that it may have been at the end of each prytany that 
the tribe to sit next was determined. This view I think correct 
and by a comparison of the following passages (all I can find bear- 
ing on the matter) will attempt to prove it to be so. 

C. I. A. I, 37. €;([crcvc]y#C€Ta) Sk ravra cs \t6v'\ Byj/jlov [^ Atyiy]!? 

7r[p]vTa[vct]a CTrovayKCs €7rct[8av ] arpa , . . is rpLTrjv '^fiipav 

[tt/owtJov /utCT[a TCL tc]/oa. 
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This reading, given by a new fragment published by U. Koeh- 
ler, in Hermes. 1896. p. 146, removes any difficulty that might be 
connected with the reading in the C.I. A. 

C.I.A. I, 40. tVuBiv mikm^ jr]pt[™y](i'a ^ a(VT[<pa]. This IS a 
compound decree : the second decree was passed during the 
second prytany, Kekropis, and dealt with the question transferred 
to it by the first prytany. Had it not been customary for the 
second prytany to be unknown during the term of office of the 
first prytany, it is strange that SeuWpo was not replaced by KtKpimis. 
That the secretary who posted up the decree felt no scruples in 
regard to changing a matter of phraseology to suit the fashion of 
the year in which he held office, may be ascertained from C.I.A. 
IV 2, lb. in which it is to be noticed that the deme of the «7ri<rraT))! 
was added to the decree by the secretary who had it posted up ; 
for in this year alone before 378-7 B C. was it customary to give 
the deme of this officer. On the other hand, that the decree he 
posted up was written out when passed and copied when inscribed 
on the stone, is clear from the same inscription ; for in it the 
Hellenolamiai, although in 403—2 B.C. they no longer existed, 
are required to give, indeed, are supposed to have given, the 
money to pay for the setting up of the stone. 

C.I.A. II, 12. [B]oSrai Si r^[v] ^[^i^ov rore irpi/Tam? rot? ^itri] 
[r^Vj ' Epej[fl?ji8[a irpumvEuovTas i-V Tj Trpcirfj <((«:]Xij(rin; TTtj^pL toutoii' J 

C.I.A. (1, 54. [(iri T^s 'AKaJfAHtfTL'So! Sevt<pu[s 7rpurai;Eui]«. - - . 
[rpi] UK oirrvj t^s i!pvr\a.yua.'i\. - - - T^v 8e ^^av SoEt'ot ir(p[i] ieutoS 
Tois TrfrnToxtta roi^ [^fra] rqv 'Akci^vtl'&i 5rptiTai'[cir]ovri[^ iv r^]i T'^ft^T'i 
tKKKr/tria , 

C.I.A. IV 2, 229c. Toijs [Si JrpJuTovas tous fitra Tr)v ' AvTio[x]iSai 
a-pwrai'evoVTas SoSifH jrepi avTmi ttjv ij/^ifiov (is r^v irpwTijv iKKkiftriav. 

C.I.A. II, 243. roue Be TrpvrdvCK Tous T^v tiaimiaav wpvTayttav Tpti- 
ravOiavTiK Savvai irtpl airrov T^v ilnj^fov Tif B^iuf W T^» Trpiimjv £KicA.)jtr«iv, 

C.I.A. IV 2. 2526. [)iat Souwi] TTtpi auroiJ T^V i/^-^oc TOtJS t[p]u- 
Tav«[s 01 av TVyx<ivuijai TrporavfoovTKi /«r[a rijjv Oiv?j[iSa ^uAiji-, Karja 






C.I.A. II. .73. 


Iroi. Si .pvrdv... r«t 


S TTjlv ilfnavaap.irplyi 


pvTOVtVOVTO.'i SovVll 


I tJ^^i/^^OI- TiU S-ij[tif f 


i Tijv jrpiuTjji' (jfjtXvjir 



...i,] 
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C.I. A. IV 2, 273c. [irtpi Si rSx SojptSv BoBi'iu t^]v ^<|!i[ov tov?] 
C.I. A. II, 309. ro[v« St vpvTO.vt.i'i 01 av TU'j\-^a.viaai.v TrpuTai'£i!ovT[(s] 



1^ flE(r/i[o9£Tas ( 



rT-]l]/)0)l' K 



, «!] 



- - . Stipo^opiSvo 
Trpuravet'oL* . 



[ijs n]a(v)SLoviSas 
r[,£]8a,, 






[Sovrai T^v \^^ov TTCpl r^]s ScuptSs <Vei8av eVii™[puj£ 

[t^v SJoKi/ineriar 

VO><.[vs]. 

c.i.A. II, 312. i:e>; 

8[ui]&ji(aTijK 7rp«[ra]v£uJS - - 
trtfinrrti koX e(i) Kotrrft]! T^s 
[xJpaJTOV X.a.)(ia<Tiv irpvTavtvfi 
irpiiirrjv iKK^tjirCav . 

C.I.A. II, 119. [tm/tcAtlirflii 8]t afirou - - [roi]5 
[&V Aa]x("(rtv d[e; ottcus Sj- niru ffjui-ir [p]ar[r.uiri ol Si- fitijraij. 

If we compare these with the formulae used to convey iastnic- 
tiotiH to the proedroi, whom we know to have been elected by lot 
just before a.^suming ofhce, the inference suggested above .seems 
to me to be forced upon us. 

C.I.A. II, 318. '---[ayaBa nix*' SeSdxftu rg ^auA,g] rous xpo- 
t8p[ous di 3,v Xaxoicn' TrpoeSptueiv iv TU)]t SiJjUUitis ri/v [tirtoCtruv (kkAijitiuc] 
[oT-at (f^KjuHTtv al M ToC v[6iun> ■^fiipai xpi?f«iTiWi TTtpl Tovriui'], yi-fifi^W 
V S^/io]* OTi 3oK(I Til /3\ovXii cwaiviuai] 



-<£.[. 






11 011X5 [s "" 



Te0ii™ ajTD - Opoxp;'"*' dptT^Js 

8^p,ou «ut i/>parp[as ^s at ^oiiX-] 
SoiJiMi irept (IuJtou ri/v ^<^[ov] 
■[as (((raynytTi' avT<f r^v] 



S( ^u/if^oXXeo-tfai t^s /SouX^i ti 

[5TpO|U.;8iXOI' KQl OtJe'^CIvSi 

tytKa ita.1 i^[^iXori;n'ui r^s (is 
[enyo'vous afiroS ku( yp(i]i/<«<r( 
[ijra]i Kara tov v6![fuiy, tous 
[fts ri/v rrpioTTiV iKKk-q<rta.v , 
[SoKifinirittV t^s Siupeajs [ora 

In -this resolution of the senate, it seems to me that it would be 
straining the passage very much, to make rail's ffpuravas refer to 
any other prytanes than those in office at the time. 

So in C.I.A. IV a, 231b. 'EttE KT^i^io-oBtipoir ap^ovTos fitl [t^s . . . ] 

[ TtJi^Tijs TTpvTaveias, J [E5]kX [7s n]u[SoS(upou ' AXu)7rtx^fl(]v 

iypojtparevei' " IIo(nS£WVo[s] <[tTg iirl Sckil, SeDT«p]a itai tiitixrTEi t§s wpura- 

V£ia[ij . [fioTJi-ai St TT/v i/^J^oc ri^ Si7/*f ■"?' ^^S 7roX(Tc[ta.S Toiis] 

IVpwraveis tJ^s IliivSiowSos e[[]s T^v irprnTiiv eKKXjj[o-iav Kara TOk] vop.ov. 

Before commenting on this decree, further than to state that it 







and all those quoted above, with the exception of C.I. A. i. 37 
aud 40, refer to doiiatious of citizenship, I wish to cite (Dem.) 59, 
P- '375- 

TrpioTov piv yap vOfUK itrrl riu S^fiiu Kci/uveK /i^ l$tivat Troujcrotrfloi 
'A^voutv ov &v itij &' ivSpayaffiuv cit Tov S^/utv tov 'A6r}vaitiiv i^iov ^ 
ytvitrOiii TToXiTYjV. iirciT' iwiiBav ituiT&rj o S^/iof koX 8^ ttjv Stuptiv, ouk ia 
icvptav ycvitrSai T^v i!-alijrTi.v, eav /j,!] rg ^ij^iu ets ri/v iinovirav tnKXTjiriai/ 
vTreptiuitnr)(iA,iiK 'Aflijraiuiv i^ij^iVcuiTai Kpu^&ijv i/'ij^ifJfn 
xpurav«! KcXciJti Tlfli 

(Tpofridi-xi Tiji Sij^, TTplv row iivov^ d-trttvai «nl ra. yi(i{io. i.va.i,p£v, Iva 
ifupiOS tui- auros auToB eKmmK <TKOir^rai irpbi avrov ovTiva p,fXX,ci troXiTijv 
vM^trta^iU, tl ttiids tori t^s Suiptai o /liXXiuv XiJi/iEtrfiii. 

From this it is evident that t^v npuiTTpi iKKk-qalav is identical with 
■rijy ^TTioCo-av iKKkriaitLv. This being the case, we have no option 
but to restore TlavSton'Sos in the lacuna in the preamble of C.I, A. 
IV 2, 231b; for there were still thirteen days of the prytany to 
elapse, and during this period, even if no special convocation of 
tlieekklesia was held, one of the four regular meetings mentioned 
by Aristotle must have taken place, Koehler, however, restores 
'Adiifuii-riSos, seemingly for no other reason than that nuvSuti 
tioned fartlier down in the decree. 

It is obvious thai the meeting at which the people were to 
vote by ballot must often have been held belore the term of the 
prytany, in which the matter was first considered, had expired. 
To cover these cases [he following formula was used. 

C.I. A. II, 108. [/trii Sowai TTJi'j ipri<i>ov irtpl avrov row irpvra.ft.ii iv 
'.fj [Trpiurt; iKKXijijCa.^ 

C.I. A. II Add., 115b. TOW S« 7rp[ifr]ai'o[t] SoBval -iripl nirav rifv 
\,'^<l'°\v '■'? mw<? "5 ■^* xpuTiji- iKKX{ria\:a.v. 

C.I. A. II, 154. [rmii itpvTa.rU% • ■ houi/ai iKpl] nurou fj-qv ^^or 
^^((S TTJV irpiinjjv ^KJcXiTiT^tuyJ, 

C.I. A. II, 187. [tow Si Tpurav^tis T^s 'iiriro6\<iivTihoi 80 
lu t]^[v] ifnji^ov tU t\t)v JrptuTjjv ^kkAijo-uii']. 

CI. A. 11, 223. [8oGvat--T^v i/^i^ov ToijJ! fl-puriivt[K - 

■([oucTav «kkX)jituhi], 



; x(pJ] 
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C.I. A. II, 228. Tous V\i irpuTavtis r^s 'A]itu»x'Si 
[rip S)j];ufi TTjv <^^ov e;[s t^v irpiiTip (K«A.5j](rL'ov. 

C.I. A. II, 229, [tous JTpVToi'eK - SoEtitt - Trepi a.vrZi\v ri^v \i^<^Qv ti'i\ 
\ji\y irpaefrfil (nJuXi^iriav. 

C.I. A. II, 230. [rotis Si Trp]uTai'e[t5 7-75 'linrotftiH^iSos Sorvai Tr£p]i 
a-KT[oV T^V ^(^Ol- £tS T^f TTptOTlJV e((KAi)]o-La[v]. 

It is made probable by the preamble that Hippothontis was 
fourth in the prytany in this year (334-3 B.C.). The datiug ot 
C.I. A. n, 739 is altogether too uncertain to present any obstacle. 

C.I. A. II. 272. rois 8« TpuravHs r^5 'iTrfTroJfloJVrt'Bo! havvai irept 

C.I. A. II Add., 273b. TOUS 8f [irpUTawiS Sowai irtpi a.v-di t^]v 
Ip^tji'"' *'[^ ^f Tp'u"'?'' £VicX?)a-iav] . 

C.I. A. n, 320. Tois 3[e 7rpUT(i«iS r, 
[jrjepi aur[oiJ r^i' i^i^ov] . 

C. I. A. IV 2, 366b. BoEvai St ir[(p! a 

See also C.I.A. rv 2, 229d, I. 
318, 361. 397. 40I. 

C.I.A. II, 51 might .seem to present a difficulty, but, in reality, 
is strongly confirmatory. The preamble runs as follows : 

I'E^l A]u[<n](r^pa-ov Spxovro^ d^rl [t^s . . .] - 

[ . ..^]«. S^Kir,. ^pvra..[.-]« K] 'E[f],[. .] - 

[ . . . jra]i[ ut] 'At,,*K[i]!: ^yp«,i/xiirt[ue] - 

[v " Toil' ffpofSpwi'] e[jrE]i^jj[(/n]£[e EudyJyUtXos 



7rpVT]av£iloy 

; II, 288, 300 ; rv 2, 300b 



'!['].[■] 



-!] 



(c. 



I.) 



(cc 



,.] 



\_. . . tJBios elitcv ' irepi lov ol irpiafifii o[I] 
[srapa] 4ionj[(T]iou ■^KOi'[r£]s Xiyiro<Ti\y\, 8tB[dj(] - 
[fla<^>^ov\fl. -------- H- 

[oi. Si ,rp«ri«]« [.oJ,], [i^, 'E]p[.xfl^fSos So] - 
[Scat r^v <pii<^ov 7re]p; [aSro5 -- - . 

Erechtheis in the second last line is due to Fanvel, who read p 
on the stone, and this is accepted by Koehler. It must be noticed 
that there is one space loo few in the preamble to allow us to re- 
store ' Ep<vSvjiSos- Nevertheless, it should be restored ; for in the 
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preamble as given in the Corpus there are but thirty letters, while 
in the rest of the decree there are thirty-one, though the whole 
inscription is written irToi;j()j8o'v. If all the lines had an equal 
number of letters, Erechtheis would exactly fit the lacuna. Fur- 
ther, the decree was passed in the last prytany of the year. -It is 
clear from C.I. A 11, 312 (see p. 22") that, during this prytany, the 
lot had not yet been cast to determine the tribe to sit first in the 
following year. The Pseudo-Demosthenes states that the vote 
by ballot was to be taken in regard to the donation of citizenship 
at the ' coining meeting of the people.' This would be utterly 
possible were the prytanes of Erechtheis, who are required to 
see that this is done, other than those in the prytany at the time ; 
for the first prytany of the following year (368-7 B.C.) was not 
Erechtheis, but Kekropis (CI. A- 11 Add., 52b). I, therefore, 
lliave no hesitation in restoring 'E/jt^ftjiSoi in the preamble of this 
tecree. 

decree published in Hermes, 1896, p. 138, and passed in 
the prytany of Akamantis of the year 424-3 B.C., there is found 
the following : 

7^9 'AfdipiiiTiSos fiT[os T\fu.pZiv, 01. Si xpw]TO»eu hrf,^tXrjQkvTM>v 

[owio? fiv iraf>u(rj(ui<fii' ot KuiXaK^pfroi ' ravra ^lkv r-^fi[^auX^i' ^^iaarrBaj., 
iia Sf Ti 8e'jj]TOC IIoTafioSiopos, ^j|' Aku^itis wpurQ«ui jrotijcrarii)] TrpocroSov 

Tiu iv [rg iKKKt]aC\tf. [irpSrov ^tfl' le/ta]. 

In this inscription, although the tribe Aka)aantis is in the pry- 
^tany at the time the instructions are given and are to be carried 
'Dut, it is mentioned by name, not simply referred to as "01 
rpvravtrt. ' ' 

C.I. A. I, 31B has *ai^«X;[a] £< n-pwroyaytv tJv ''^l^cx^dla. 
irpuTai'(ui[t'2 jrpos Tt-v ^ovXiv iv r([i] irporii iSpai. In this there is an 
additional reason for specifying the prytany by name, in that 
■Phantokles, whose interest was presumably in the colony which 
was being sent to Brea, would wish the tribes in the prytany at 
the time he was speaking to introduce him to the senate, that the 
thirty days, open for making arrangements, might not elapse be- 
fore he got a chance to explain his plans. 
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It seems to me, therefore, that the speaker in the senate or 
assembly did not know the name of the tribe to succeed the one 
sitting in the prytany at the time he was speaking. Whenever 
the name of a tribe, instructed to perform some duty in the future, 
is mentioned, it is the name of the one in oflSce at the time the in- 
structions are given, unless they are given during the ninth pry- 
tany, when of course, the tribe to sit tenth being known, its name 
might be given. In the light of these facts we must explain the 
observation, that the tribe from which the secretary was chosen 
was never the same as that in the prytany during his term of 
oflSce. If we look at the question from the point of view of the 
official who drew' from the urn the ballots, by which, in each case, 
the tribe to sit in the prytany, and the tribe to be represented in 
the secretaryship next, were to be determined, we can understand 
the process most clearly. Let us suppose Aiantis to have been 
drawn for the first section of the prytany year, and one of the 
other nine, say Erechtheis, for the first secretaryship. Erechtheis 
would then proceed to elect by show of hands an individual to 
hold the office. For the second position in the prytany the lot 
fixed upon Aigeis, let us suppose. Of course, no ballot for Aian- 
tis was put in the urn. The secretary for Aigeis would neces- 
sarily be chosen by one of eight tribes alone, unless we had sup- 
posed Erechtheis to have been the one drawn for the second place 
in the prytany. In this way, when the tribes for nine prytanies 
and for nine secretaryships were determined, there would be left 
one tribe for each office, and they must necessarily be different. 

Note A. In the year 408-7 B.C., the tribes in the prytany seem to have 
been arranged in the reverse of the official order, — thus (i) *Antiochis, (2) 
*Aiantis, (3) ^Hippothontis, (4) ^Kekropis, (5) Oineis, (6) *Akamantis, 
(7) Leontis, (8) Pandionis, (9) Aigeis, (10) *Erechtheis. 

Kirchhoff, on account of the like number of letters in the lines, and the 
like shaping of the letters, is inclined to join C.I.A. iv i, 331, 4, p. 151 to 
I, 324. It is from I, 324 that we obtain the prytanies given above without 
an asterisk. He states that C.I.A. iv i, 321, 4, p. 151, is probably the last 
portion of the accounts of the Brechtheum superintendents for the year. In 

it we have 'E^i r^$ i]5o$ ^€k6.tii\\^ irpurai'cuoiJo'i;]?. 'E/jex^iyifSos exactly 

fits. I think that we must suppose that the reverse order of the tribes was 
followed in this year, unique as it now appears to be. The prytanies, there- 
fore, for the whole year have been restored as above. 
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There are several inscriptionB dealing with work done on the ETechtheum, 
■m., C.I.A. 1, 321, 322, 323, 324 ; IV 1, 321, p. 74 ; iv 1, 321, p. 148. Mkhaelis, 
in Mitth. des deutsch. arch. Inst, zu Athen xiv, 1889, p. 349ff., thinks that 
they all belong to one year, 409-8 B.C., and that they should be arranged 
in the order C.I.A. I. 322, 321 ; rv I, 321, 1 and 2, p. 148; IV 1. 321, p. 74; I, 
324. KirchhofI does not venture to say whether he is right or not. By 
restoring as above, we show clearly that Michaelis is wrong, both in his 
disposition of the inscriptions, and in holding that they all belong to one 
year, C.I.A. I, 322, in which Kekropis holds the first prytany, and C.I.A. 
I, 324, in which we make Kekropis the fourth, obviously cannot belong to 
one year. C.I.A. I, 322 is dated by the archon in 409-8 B.C. ; therefore, 
C.I.A. I, 324 does not belong to 409-8 B.C. It cannot fall to 410-9 B.C., 
407-6 B.C., or 406-5 B.C. on account of the arrangement of the prytanies in 
these years, and so Kirchhofi's conjecture, that it belongs to the year 40S-7 
B.C., is confirmed. As we have seen, C.I.A. iv i. 321. '4, p. 151, is likewise 
assigned to 40S-7 B.C. ; so that a certain degree of order is thrown into the 
fragments that deal with the election of the Er«:htheum. 

§8. Change fkom Xeiporovta to KXT^ptotrt^. Thh Signi- 
ficance OF THE Secretary's Name in the Titles and 
Official Headings of Decrees. 

Aristotle, Ath. Pol. 54, 3, says: irportpov /liv oZv outo^ ^v ^^''P'"'- 
oviit6i, Koi Tols ivSo^OTiiTOvs Kal TrifrTordTovi (jf«pordvouv. koI yap iv 
Tat! (mjAais Trpw rots otj^|IH[J(1(i15 kuI Trpo^tvitiii Kal n'oXiTciWs ouroi 
AvaypaiptTal. vvv Si ytyove kAtj^iutos. 

He states that, before the principle of sortition was introdticed 
into tlie election of the secretary, the most reputable and trust- 
worthy citizens were chosen for that office; the inference being, 
that, since the change to the system followed in his day took 
' place, the results were not always so happy. Now jnst what 
does the passage mean ? In oJtos ivaypa^erai the allusion is cer- 
tainly to the name of the secretary, and to nothing else. The ques- 
tion has been raised whether Aristotle soughlproof forhis conclu- 

pu, as to the position in the social world occupied by the sec- 
retaries in former times, from the mere presence of their names on 
tablets of the specified character, or from the social standing of 
the persons, whom such tablets show to have held the secretary- 
ship. If the latter be true, the addition, wpos TaR crufipixu"? koI 
vpo^cvuiK Kui jroXiTtius, is remarkable. It would indicate that the 
only sources, available to Aristotle for ascertaining who had been 
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secretaries, were the stelai mentioned. It is incredible that at 
Athens no other records were kept : and, as a matter of fact, all 
stelai, inscribed at the command of the senate and assembly, ir- 
respective of the content of the matter inscribed, would have been 
available to Aristotle for such a purpose. Therefore, we are 
bound to fall back npou the conclusion that Aristotle is proving 
his point by the presence ot the secretary's name, in documents, 
in which the mere fact of its presence, demonstrated the esteem 
aud confidence, in which each individual secretary was held by 
his fellow citizens ; and indeed this is the only conclusion For 
which there is any warrant in the text of Aristotle. 

These documents are stelai on which are inscribed decrees 
dealing with international questions (cm^/iaxuu, Trpoitviai, jroAtrfSii)- 
As has been seen above, there are two places in decrees in which 
the name of the secretary may appear, the title, and the official 
heading. All decrees published by state authority, at all times, 
contain the secretary's name in the official heading. Therefore, 
Aristotle cannot possibly have referred to the official heading. 
Accordingly, without an examination of the facts, we are brought 
to the conclusion that, in the decrees meant by Aristotle, 
the writing referred to in the phrase outos A.vaypa.^ira.1. was 
in the title. The facts prove this conclusion to be correct : 
for, with only four e.Kceptions, all the intelligible decrees with 
the name of the secretary in the title, from the earliest times 
until the year 356-5 B. C. , deal with treaties of alliance [ira^^yiox), 
laudatory inscriptions in honor of states or individuals (ir/fofEviin), 
or articles of citizenship (TroAiTtuu). The four exceptioiis are, 
C.I-A. IV 1, 27b, p. 59; I, 58; rv I, 39a, p. 141; I, 61. 
They all contain the reports of special committees that have 
been nominated and instructed by the people to perform some 
specific duty. The first three deal with re -assessments of 
tribute, and the fourth with a revision of the laws. After 356-5 
B.C., the secretary's name uever appears in the title, and after 
363-2 B.C., the first year in which we know that the secretary 
was an annual officer, only twice, once in 359-8 B.C. (C.I. A. 11, 
60), and again in 356-5 B.C. (CI. A. 11 Add., 66b). If it was 
determined in 363-2 B.C., or even a few years earlier, to omit the 
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secretary's name in the title for the future, it is but natural that, 
from force of habit, it should have been iuserted in a few instances 
in the years immediately foliowiug. Hence, we are justified in 
holding that, when the secretary became an annual oflScer, some- 

' where between 368-7 B.C. and 363-2 B.C., his name was dropped 
in the title. 

In this way we have arrived at the time, at which the secretary 
was first elected by sortition instead of liy show of hands ; for it is 

' evident from Aristotle that the omission of the name in the title 
marks the era of the introduction of the lot. We may say, there- 
fore, that, somewhere between the years 368-7 B.C. and 363-2 
B.C., the secretary became an annual ofEcer, and hence was 
elected by lot according to the general practice in the case of 
yearly public officers. Now just what is meant by the change 
from election by show of hands to election by lot ? The only 
part popular election could have played in the earlier process was 
in the selection of the individual from among his fellow tribes- 
men. This seems clearly to have been what Aristotle meant by 
yiipmav'vL. After 363-2 B.C. the individual and not merely the tribe 
was .selecteii by lot. This change well illustrates the idea thatlay 
behind the usage of sortition. This was to prevent the ablest men 
in the state, the men most capable of governing, and recognized as 
such, from being chosen regularly or frequently to fill the ordinary 
administrative positions. To effect this, as Aristotle says, rhs 8' 
Apyiv; tiK irtpl ri/y iyKvKKiov SiotVijo'ii' airdaa^ iroi/njcri kXjjpojtot. Of 

I course, the object aimed at was to secure the supremacy of the 
demos ; for the less the power of the executive, the greater that 

1 of the people. So long as the secretary was an official of the 
senate, or rather of a pr>-tany of the senate, he was chosen by show 
of hands, in all probability from among his fellow senators. But 

' when he became a state officer, to offset his increased powers, the 

[ lot was used in his election. 

seems that from the presence of his name in the title Aris- 
totle could judge that the secretary was a man of high position iu 
the state. The limitations to the appearance of his name, and 
the uncertainty of its appearance within these limitations, make 
it difficult to see what useful purpose its presence served. It is 
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noteworthy, however, that it was over stelai irpo^ rats (rvixfuaxiaLq kol 
irpoievML^ KOL TToXiTctais that anaglyphs were placed, and observation 
shows that, where there is an anaglyph, there is usually found a 
title with the secretary's name in it. Further, the secretary's name 
in the title is almost always written out in full in large-sized letters, 
the deme name being rarely omitted. All these facts seem to me 
to indicate that the presence of the secretary's name in the title is 
due entirely to motives of ostentation. 

The presence of the secretar5^'s name in the oflScial heading has 
been thought by some to have been, in the fifth century, a means 
of dating the decree. I can find no proof for this view. It is 
true that the secretary's name is invariably present in the ofl&cial 
heading of decrees, and the archon's usually absent. It is true, 
also, that with the archon's name in the public accounts is joined 
the name of the secretary for the first prytany of the year. The 
only bearing, if any, which the latter fact has is upon the much 
vexed question of the sacred and civil years. The only conclu- 
sion that the former yields is that the fifth century inscriptions 
were not, as a rule, dated at all. It is true that, in one case, 
^yypa<l>aL are cited by the name of a secretary (C.I. A. i, 31, 1. 16). 
That this is the ypafxfmTcv^ rrj^ PovXrj^ is not certain. The ^vyy/oac^cts 
themselves may have had a secretary. It is equally true that 
i/riy<^tcr/xaTa are never cited by the name of the secretary, but by 
the name of the mover or archon. It does not appear likely that 
we are to recognize a difference, in the significance of the presence 
of the secretary's name in the official heading, as between the 
fifth century, and those following. This being the case, the fact 
that decrees, published by private individuals or associations, 
bear the archon's name, but lack the secretary's, seems to show 
that the secretary's name in the official heading distinguishes the 
official publication.^ An examination of the inscriptions shows 
that no decree, ordered to be set up by the state and of which we 
possess the official copy, lacks the name of the secretary. On the 
other hand, if the inscription be copied from an officially pub- 
lished decree and set up by a private individual, or set up by a 

^ Hartel in his Studien seems to me to have proved this point conclusively. 
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private individual from the unpublished state copy kept in the 
Metroon, it always lacks the secretary's name. 

To certify that an inscription has been published by state 
authority is, therefore, the prime reason for the presence of the 
secretary's name in the official headings of inscriptions. As a 
secondary reason, is the guarantee, thereby given, that the pub- 
lished copy is word for word as the resolution passed by the state 
assemblies. 

The idea might be obtained, from the great frequency with 
which the secretary's name is connected with the publication of 
decrees, that that was his sole or most important duty. Such is 
not the case. According to Aristotle the ypa/AfuiTcvs Ko.ro. irpvTo.vdo.v 

T(t)v ypafjifidrfDV ecrrt ki;/oio9, kol to. \l/rj<l}LO'iJuiTa ra yiyvofjLcva c^vXaxTct koL 
ToXXa iravra dvTiy/oa<^€Tai. That is to Say, the duties of the secre- 
tary consisted, for the most part, in receiving, keeping, and check- 
ing off with the original copies, the state decrees, which, unless 
otherwise specifically disposed of, were stored in the Metroon 
(C.I. A. IV 2, 458b, 1. i6ff.). If any were to be published, he 
was the official to have it done. 
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§ !o. Officiai. Order of the Tribes in the Secretary- 
ship DURING THE FoURTH CENTURY B.C. 

It has long been known ihat, in some year between 368-7 B.C. 
and 363—2 B.C., the secretary mentioned in the preamble of the 
decrees, in place of changing with each prytany, came to hold 
office for the whole year. The exact year of the change has not 
been definitely established, nor can it be, until more inscriptions 
of tills period have been discovered. 

In the list given above, the first point to be observed is that, in 
a period ol ten years, one secretary from each of the ten tribes 
holds office. This is all but demoustrably true of the period 362-1 
to 353-2 B.C. inclusive. It is certainly true of the ten years 
342-1 to 343-2 B.C. inclusive, and of the two ten year periods 
that follow. The second, and more important point to be noticed, 
is that, for the thirty years 352— i to 323-2 B.C. inclusive, the 
tribes, from which the secretaries are selected, follow one another 
in the official order. This requires no demonstration : it can be 
seen at a glance. The official order of the tribes has been well 
known heretofore ; but it has always been looked upon as a pure- 
ly descriptive thing : it has never been known to have had any- 
thing to do with an annual office. If there were ten men in a 
board, their names, if published, -were seen to be frequently ar- 
ranged in the official order of their tribes. But that the official 
order was anything more than a kind of alphabetical method of 
arranging names, has now for the first time been demonstrated. 

In the year 322-1 B.C. a new ten years period was begun in the 
usual way, with a secretary from the tribe Erechtheis, but on the 
20th of Boedromion the Laniian war was ended by a Macedonian 
garrison entering Mounychia. We have evidence that the demo- 
cratic method of procedure was not at once thrown aside. During 
the whole of this archon-year, the demos as usual attended to the 
public business, and the secretary' continued to publish the de- 
crees. It is most likely that it was at the beginning of the year 
321-20 B.C. that the democratic forms were abolished, the twelve 
thousand of the poorer citizens disfranchised, an oligarchic timoc- 
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racy established, and a fundamental change made in the branch 
of the service to which the secretary belonged. 

This much said, it merely remains to make some simple re- 
marks on the list given above, and to substantiate the restorations 
suggested. In the first place it is shown beyoud the shadow of a 
doubt that the view taken earlier in regard to the number of the 
officials dealing with the publication of the decrees is correct. 
Before 363 B.C., there is absolutely no evidence to show that 
there existed, at any one time, more than one secretary with this 
duty. Between 365-2 B.C. and 322-1 B.C., there is only one 
secretary mentioned in the formulae of the decrees; he holds office 
for a year, and has two titles, ypoLfifiaTiin t^s /iauXjji, and ypa/i/uiTeis 
KoTi Trpvravtiav. The second is a iiew title which gradually dis- 
places the first. This is incontestible ; for it is certain that the 
person whose duty is specified in the decree, is identical with the 
one, whose name is given in the preamble of the decree ; and the 
person, uamed iu the preamble of a decree, and in the same decree 
given the title ypapLfiartu^ t^s j3ouA.^s, is shown by his tribe to be a 
member of the same system of tribe rotation as the person uamed 
in the preamble of another decree, and iu the same decree given 
the title y/m/ipiTtus Kara TrpvmvtwLv. The secretaries follow one 
another in the official order of the tribes they represent whether 
they are called ypaji-iuxTit'i tHj! ^SovX^s, or ypajUfiartis koto. TrpvTavfiav. 
Indeed, the same conclusion seems to be forced upon uS by what 
Aristotle' says of the ypa/i/iaTtus icaTn Trpiirvi'eiiii' ; for, manifestly, 



1 that fpifiiiaribi rij! ; 
ipuTowiap denote different persons are obliged t 
part of Aristotle. Thus Caillemer, Daremberg e 
Pour le ypamiartii nori ■rpVTanii.r, il y i 



ovX^! and 7pa;i/«iTei)t sard 
1 assume a mistake on the 
Saglio 11, p. 164S, says : 
ns de difficultds, bien qu" il 
aoit k peu pr£s certain pour nous qu' Aristote applique il ce secretaire des 
observations qui ne Bont vraies que pour le -ypa/iiiaTeis r^t jSouK^' du v= siSde. 
C'est de ce dernier seul qu' on pent dire qu' il a ^16 autrefois flu et que 
r Election portait aur les citoyens les plus illustres et les plus dignes de con- 
fiance. Le ipan^aTiis Kuril rpiiTanlar a loujoura &.€ tir^ au sort parmi les 
prytanes. 

So Penndorf, Leip/. Stud, xviu, p. lasf.. from another point of view ar- 
gues; lam qnaeras, qui fiat, ut Aristoteles eum (/.c, 7(>aMM<"'^(i r^t ^ovKiji) 
neglexerit. Ac primum quidem id dubium esse nequit, quin rcvera ad 
■/paiinat4a rfli pov\^! fere vocatum speclent ilia verba, de quibus modo 
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tile secretary who in Aristotle's day was KkyfpaiToq was in earlier 
times x"poTonjrii5, while it is universally held that the secretary 
X'^tpoToyiTK was the ypa;u;u»Teus T^s j3ouA$s, the only one of this 
character tliat existed in former times. The title ypa/i/iartis narh. 
TrpvTavflav I take to mean, the 'secretary wlio held office prytaiiy 
after prytany ', i.e., ' for a series of pry tanies', and cite, in support 
of this interpretation of Kara TrpvTavtui.v, the common phrases xad' 
^ftfpav, 'day after day', 'day hy day', 'dail}'', and Kara /i^vn. 
' month after month '. 

There was no possibility of there exJstiiig al Athens snch a 
thing as a professional class of secretaries ; for no individual could 
hold the office more than twice in a period of twenty years, and, 
as a matter of fact, in the whole period of Athenian history, there 
is not a single instance of the same person holding the office a 
second time. 

As to the body from which the secretary was elected by lot (vvv 
8t 7«yove ptAijpcuTosl : — ^in the year 341-0 B.C., the secretary for the 
year was 'Onjo-tmrcK ' Apm^^nos (C.I. A. n, 116), of t lie tribe Aigeis. 
Now, as it happens, we have a list of the senators oF the tribe 
Aigeis for that year (Dittenberger, Sylloge 334 A; Bull v, p. 
36i£f.), and ' Okij^htttos ' AfM^-jvio^ is not among the number. Un- 



egimus : priore aetate illustiissimos ac fidelissimos homines sciibas esse 
creatos. Sed. veliin ea acriter atteudaa. Diaserens enim de acriba icord 
rpVTarctar, qui tunc erat, tradit haec : s-pirepoii fiir oStoi jji- X'V''"*"?''^' — 
rSt Si 7^oM (cXijpiiiTii. HahH igUnr priorem scaalns scribam, qui sane 
sectMdum prylaniatn tnutabatur, eodem loco ac posteriorem tari rpvraitUir 
scribam, publicum, sorle dtictum. Idem manifest um fit his; khI -yip h thU 
(TTilXai! - - oItoj iiafpi^trai ■ scilicet in praescriptia decretorum eiaratnr 
ypa^HUTed! i tori rpuraytlat olim seuatorius tuni publicus. Aristoteles 
autem utrumque prorsus aequat, nisi quod nnum sigiiificat diacrimen : 
quondam creationem in uau fuiaae, poatea aortitionem. Recenset enim ilium 
auo iure inter Apx^' jf\iM)ii>Ti£i, Cum autem depingendam sibi proposuerit 
eam rerumpnbhcarumformam.quaeabEucliderestitutainpostenun vig^bat, 
dignum habet adnotatu, quae res hac aetate novalae sint ; el fuit ille acriba 
vel post Kuclidem per aliquantum tempus x"P<"''»''p creatus. Nequc vero 
i multo gravioris ; scribas priore aetate revera quaque prytania 
s fuiaae senatores. posteriore autem magistratua publicos et annuos. 
fmmo duobas generibiis non distinctis unattt quasi couHnuam eorum propa- 
galionem staiuil. lam fieri non poteat, ut simul diaserat pristinum senatus 
scribam etiamtum esstare iuxta ypKtiiia.tia, rbn Ka.rA. wpUTanlnv, 
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fortunately for the settlement of the question, there are inscribed 
on the stone the names of forty-nine senators only. (See E. 
Gollob, Wiener Studien iii, p. 209ff.)- There is left the pos- 
sibility that the fiftieth was the secretary for the year ; but, as 
the name was lacking on the stone when set up, it seems to me 
very unlikely that one of the officers for the year would be passed 
by intentionally. I, therefore, hold that the secretary was not a 
senator, but was elected by lot from among the other members of 
the tribe. 

Two lists of the officers of the senate may here be considered. 

(i) C.I. A. II, 114 (343-2 B.C). 

[ypa/x,/itaT]c[v]s Kara 7r[/ovTa]vctav ' 
KXcdcTT/oaTOs TifiocrOevov^ At*ytA.tcvs 

€7rt TOL \l/rj<l>LcriJxiTa' 
^rjfx6<l>iXo^ HavraXiovTO^ * Ay pvX^Oev 



9 \ \ /i f 

€7rt TO Ue(i)pLKOV 



K.rj<l>Lcro<l}(av Kc^oAtWos 'A^tSvatos 

Pov\rjs Tafitai ' 
'AvtikA^s ^ ApLo-TOKparov^ KvSa^iyvatcvs 
^pOfJiOK\€L^<s ©/oacv/xrySovs *Ayvov<rtos. 

(2) A. Wilhelm, Bericht, p. 6 f. (335-4 B.C.) 

ypafJLfJiaT€v<s Kara irpvTavf.Cav ' 
Ilpd^cvos UvXayopov ' A;(C/o8ou(nos 
ypafji/xarev^ t<u ^fjuo* 

€7rt TOL i/^T/^MT/xara' 

avTiypa<l>€V's ' 

Tafiias Ty Pov\y ' 

TafJiUlS Toiv CIS TO SLvdOrffML ' 

Krjpv^. 

It must be noted that they are officers of the senate as a whole, 
not of a particular prytany, and, therefore, hold office for a year. 

The ypafjifiarev^ Kara Tr/ovravctav, KXeooTparog TifiofrOevov^ AiytAtcvs, is 

found in the preamble of two decrees of the year 343-2 B.C., 
C.I. A. IV 2, 114b and 114c, and Upo^evo^UvXayopov^Axep^owno^msiy 
be restored in the preamble of C.I. A. iv 2, 128b, 1. 2 (335-4 B.C.). 
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The official tuX ra. i^-qt^iafiata has been usually identified with the 
ypaiifiaToii Ttjs /iovXTJi. This is clearly impossible. There is uo 
reason Tor thinking him a secretary at all, anymore than the 
officer tVi TO 6tiupLKov, who does not appear in the later list. This 
office was probably abolished in 339 B.C.. when the theoric was 
converted into a military fund. 

§11. RSSTORATIONS. 

360-9 B.C. Tiieeditorof C.r.A. 11 states tliat *a[>TD<\[^s] must 
belong to either 360-9 B.C. or 359-8 B.C. This being the case, 
he must belong to 360-9 B.C. 

359-S B.C. KapidS-qi, restored from C.I. A. rr, 672 and 996 
(there wrongly written {^Ipvri^&rp), iu both of which a man named 
SftiKuflos comes from this deme, exactly iiJls the lacuna. 

358-7 B.C. There is no reason why ['It]poK[X«']8,s [ ] 

tAa/t]?rTp[Eiis] (C.I. A. II Add., 82b) should not be assigned to this 

year. Tlie preamble of C.I. A. il Add., 8zb begins ['Eiri ] 

[ Spxlovrm. The archon for 358-7 B.C., written thus, 

Ktj^ktoSoto, exactly fills the lacuna. 

356-5 B.C. [Iltfljtus ; I have accepted the conjecture of Eustra- 
tiadis (C.I. A. 11 Add., 66b. frg. A & B., editor's note). The 
father's name might be filled out thus, Avm/iaxov. 

352-1 B.C. C.I. A. II, i05has[K]QAAui5i/s'; Koehler assigns it pos- 
itively to 01. 107, and picks out ©veAAos, the name of the archon 
for 351-0 B.C., as the name best suited to the lacuna. C.I.A. 11 
Add,, 105b, has KoAXtoSij; Euui[vu^Ei)s lypaftiia]Tfvt, and is dated 
thus : ['EjTt ](s ?") apxovTOi. Koehler remarks, '^sub- 
ject hate titulo 10^, quia facile aliqiiis animiim inducere possil 
utrumgue fragmentum ad eujidem annum referendum esse. Mihi 
quidem idonea causa cur sic statuatur non esse videtur. ' ' If with 
so con-iiderable. a discrepancy between the number of letters in 

@B£Xkau (written perhaps ®viX\o) and [ ]«, one might take 

them to belong to the same year, it may be pardonable, perhaps, 
to re.store 'ApioroS^/io, which exactly fills the lacuna in C.I.A. II 
Add., 105b and ts no worse in C.I.A, ir, 105, than &viWo is in 
C.I.A. II Add., 105b. Ari.stodemos was archon in 352-1 B.C., 
and a secretary from Erechtheis was due to this year. 
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346-5 B.C. Penndorf, Leipz. Stud. 1897, P- ^97 P'l^s C.I.A. 

■ 11, 75 and C.I.A. rv 2, i loc together, and completes the secre- 
I tary's name as above. 

344-3 B.C. Koehler dates C.I.A. ir, iii insome year between 
I 348-7 B.C. and 336-5 B.C. Excepting the year 348-7 B.C. itself, 
1 344~3 B.C. is the only one available within this period, the name 
I of the archon for which fits the lacnna. 

340-9 B.C. I have added a deme to the name of the secretary 
jiven in C.I.A II, 117 from C.I A. 11, Sogc, 1. 71 C325-4 B.C.J, in 
which a person named Ai7/idcrTpaTos ' kmriTov KuftJ^pios, whom I 
take to be a son of the secretary for 340-9 B.C., is mentioned. 
The father's name is a pure conjecture. 
338-7 B.C. In C.I.A. II, 121, is mentioned a secretary named 

&i[Xi]jr7ro5 'Aith/) In C.I.A. 130, the following 

I secretary is given, - - Eijrnuo?. The latter inscription is dated by 
1 Koehler in some year between 356-5 B.C. and 336-5 B.C. (C.I.A. 
I II, p, 58). The deme EJrtauw lielongs to the tribe Akamautis. 
\ During this period there are only two years to which it coidd be 
I ascribed, viz., 348-7 B.C., and 338-7 B.C. I have placed it in 
J8-7 B.C., because, after restoring the common name, Antiphon, 
L'fbr the father of the secretary, Eireulos exactly fills the remaining 
I space, 

336-5 B.C. Bu3r£Tai(iiv is the only deme of the tribe Kekropis 
Ithat fills the lacuna in C.I.A. IV 2, 128c. The name of the sec- 
Iretary's father [MeAijo-Jai'Spou I have restored irom C.I.A. 11. 943. 
I in which the name MeX^irovSpos Hu7reranuv occurs among the ^uurrftal 
Ifor 325-4 B.C. As [he fiiairip-oi' were all sixty years of age, it is 

■ not at all unlikely that he had a sou old enough to he secretary 
|in 33^3 B.C. 

335-4 B.C. The secretary's name is given thus : Xlpoiaim 

J.pl ] I have filleil up the lacuna from 

|C.I.A. n Nov. Add., 567b (287-6 B.C.). In this inscription a 
tman named Upd^twis IIuAaydpou 'A^epSoiicrtos makes the motion. 
\ He may have been the same person or perhaps his grandHon. The 
name fits the lacuna exactly. (Since writing the above, an in- 
scription has been deciphered by A. Wilhetm, (see above p. 37) 
which contains the name as restored, with the title ypa/i/mrtvs ttara. 

■ •Bftvra.vf.m.v. ) 
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334-3 B.C. In C.I. A. II, 230, we have Mvijtn'^iAo? Mi^a-(ov[os] 

[ %\ iyptLitfUTtvc. In 334-3 B.C., Aiantis must have furnished 

the secretary, and, of the tribe Aiantis, there are only two denies, 
IlippiS^s and ^akr/ptui, that fill the lacuna exactly. 

331-0 B.C. In C.I. A. IV 2, 1 15b, a man from Kollytos is said 
to have been secretary. Koehler dates the inscription in 342-1 
B.C. The decree refers to the reception accorded certain ambas- 
sadors from Athens at Epidarauos and ApoUonia, and commends 
the good-will shown them by two citizens, one of Epidamnos, 
and the other of ApoUonia. The motion is made by a man named 

IIoXi)euKT[os 5^^t]t[os. In 343-2 B.C., a man named 

IIoXviiMtToe is known to have accompanied Demosthenes on an 
embassy to the Peloponnese and Acarnania. Koehler assumes that 
this is the embas.sy referred to, and dates the inscription in 342-1 
B.C., because the deme of the secretary will not allow him to 
place it in 343-2 B.C. The deme of the secretary, in the light of 
pre-ient knowledge, as little allows it to belong to 342-1 B.C. It 
must belong to either s^i-o B.C. or 331-0 B.C., and from the fact 
that m the preamble we find ekkXijo-ui o- Aun-va-ov, it must be dated in 
331-0 B.C. ; for this part of the preamble is found in no other de- 
cree before 338 B.C., and is just as much an anachronism in the 
year assigned by Koehler as it would be in 351-0 B.C. 

328-7 B.C. By assigning C.I. A. 11, 236, and C.I. A. IV2, 178b, 
to the same year, the archon and the name of the secretary may 
be restored in the former, and the deme of the secretary in the 
latter.' In both decrees the restorations snit the lacunae. 

§ 12. Thh Fifteen Years op Confusion between 322-1 
B.C. AND 307-6 B.C. 

At the beginning of the year 321-0 B.C.. if not earlier, an 
oligarchic form of government had replaced the democracy. 
Simultaneously with this revolution came changes in the disposal 
of the decrees the greatly diminished demos passed. 

In the year 335-4 B.C., and again in some subsequent year, we 
know of the existence of an official called avaypa.<l>ivi. Of his 



^ 



"mis restoration waa suggested to me by Mr. C. O. Hams, A.B., of Cor- 
nell University. 
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I duties we are told only that they were tVi^Aio-flu t^s draypat^s roiy- 
^ Ypa/ifiaViov, No such title being found in Aristotle's IloAiraii, it 
has been commonly held that the office did not come into exist- 
ence till after 325 B.C. This view has been positively disproved 
by the list of " Miiglieder des Rathes" giveii above (p. 37}. 
The fact that he is not mentioned by Aristotle indicates one of 
two things, either that his duties were of very little importance, 
or that he was not a permanent official. His appearance in 335-4 
B.C., and again fifteen years later, precludes the latter alternative. 
When the state of affairs at Athens was normal, the official who 
attended to the registration of state documents would have had 
I cerenionial rather than actual duties to perform. It was not an 
I unusual thing at Athens to appoint an individual or committee to 
I. attend to the codification of the laws. Tlie amy/KK^itus rw voiuov, 
I accused by Lysias" client in speech xxx, assumed importance only 
J-through the disorganization that attended the last years of the 
rPelopiinnesian War, and the overthrow of the democracy. So it 
I was with the dvaypar^tus Tttif ypa^/iariui'. Before the Lamian War, 
I he was probable a subordinate to the ypa^^revs nara irpuractiav and 
I did clerical work in the Metroon. The official iirXra. \^^'i,a)us.ta 
I was in all likelihood his colleague. Both are probably included 
among the oAXoi ypa/ifutTtls oE €jri toTs Sijfioirtots ypaiifiavm mentioned 
a C.I. A. II, 61. The reorganization of the state in the form of 
an oligarchy brought about a reversal in the positions of the 
Avaypa^eiJS and the ypa/ifuiTcv^ KaTairpTiravflav. Henceforth, the sec- 
retary was to be a prytauy official — -a member of the presiding 
prytany most probably. The registrar took from him the duty of 
publishing the decrees of the senate and assembly. This is 
clearly indicated by the presence of the name and title of the 
registrar in the preamble of the decrees, along with, and taking 
precedence over, the name of the secretary, and more clearly still 
the fact that in the decree itself the araypcK^iuV, not the 
Kypa/if«iT«u's as heretofore, is instructed to attend to the publication. 
The dvaypai^tiis was in the past an officer of the senate as a 
whole and therefore annual. He remained still an annual officer, 
i for the three years of the oligarchy we possess the names of 
the three registrars. 
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Year 
B.C. 



321-0 
320-9 

319-8 



Name and Deme of Registrar 



®pa<rvK\^<s NavcrtK/oarovs ©/otactos 
^ ApxiBiKOS NavK/otTOV AafJi7rT[p€vj^ 

' ETTtKOVpOV TOV (TtOV 



References 



IV2, 229b. 11,234. 
IV 2, 192b, 192c. 
II Add., 299b. IV 
2, 299c 



TW'd^ of 
Registrar 



Oineis 
Erechtheis 



During this period, the ypajjifmrev^ Kara irpyraveiav was a prytany 
oflScer. There were, therefore, thirty of them during the three 
years. Of these only the following remain : 



Year 


Name and Deme of 


References 


Tribe of 


Tribe in 


B.C. 


Secretary 


Secretary 


Pryta ny 


321-0 










320-9 


©epafievrj^ Kryc^tctcvs 


IV 2, 192c. 


Erechtheis 


Erechtheis 


320-9 


[Nt] Ko87;/x,09 'Ava- 


II, 191, 192. IV 
2, 192b. 


Antiochis 


Antiochis 


319-8 











The secretary again changed with the prytany, but, unlike the 
secretary before 363-2 B.C., belonged to the tribe in the prytany. 

Upon the restoration of the democracy at the end of Gamelion 
or the beginning of Anthesterion of the year 319-8 B.C., the old 
order of things was re-established. The dmy/oa<^cus, however, is 
never found afterwards, and, as he would undoubtedly have been 
mentioned among the ata-iTOL had he been in existence, the infer- 
ence is that the irate demos abolished the oflSce altogether. The 
secretary again assumed the duty of publishing the decrees (C.I. A. 
IV 2, 231b, 1. 67.) 

We know that it was upon the death of Antipatros that Poly- 
sperchon had the democracy re-established at Athens, and that 
Demetrios of Phaleron was one of the members of Phokion's 
party, who escaped their leader's fate by going into exile on this 
occasion. How long the demos controlled is uncertain : but we are 
informed that it was in the year 317 B.C., at some time later than 
the first of the month of Poseideon (Dec. -Jan.), that Kassandros, 
whose officer, Nikanor, had all the time held the Peiraeus, bade 
the Athenians receive back Demetrios of Phaleron as cTrto-TarT/s or 
Trpoo-raTT/s tov ^fiov, Demetrios is said to have preserved the forms 
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of the democracy in their entirety. Whether the ypaiifiaTtm Kara 
■jrpuTuveiai' was again chosen from the tribes in the official order 
cannot be decided. It seems probable that he was not ; for during 
the four years that immediately follow the expulsion of Deme- 
trios, at the end of 308-7 B.C., aii ofEcial order of the tribes of 
the secretaries cannot be made out. The following is the list of 
secretaries for the period 318-7 to 307-6 E.C- : 



Name and Detae of Secretary 


References 


0i^.^.,-I„o[ ■]* 


IV 2, 23il>, 1. 36. 


KAnv[frlS - ^- 


II, 835 


- - \}aiiirlTptvi] 






- ~ ~ Mil's 


11, 230 




-uva^'E>.^<rMw^] 


11, 231 




-.•]V'i[a...]« .- 


II, 231 






II. 238 




II. 344 


Hermes XV. p. .343. 


II, 245 




'Ap'oT 


IV 2, 245b. 




IV 2, 245d. 



The first secretary in the list belongs to the year 318-7 B.C. 
Unfortunately his deme name is incomplete. To no one of the 
others can the year be assigned. 

In the year 308-7 B.C., Demetrias Poliorketes got possession of 
the Peiraeus and Demetrios of Phaleron fled from Athens. It 
was not till the year 307-6 B.C., however, that Mounychia was 
taken and handed over to the Athenians and full liberty restored 
to the S^^ios. Out of gratitude to their deliverer, the Athenians 
added the two tribes, Antigonls and Demetiias, to the original 
number, and gave them the first and second places, respectively, 
in the official order. In 307-6 B.C., they for the first time had 
their representatives in the state offices. To them were assigned 
denies drawn from the old tribes. The names of all these re- 
allotted demeshave not yet been agreed upon. Certain of them' 
have, however, and of these alone I purpose to make use in the 
investigations which follow. 



' Mr. F. O. Bates, Fellow of Cornell University, in his inaugural disserta- 
tion, "The Five Post-Kleisthenean Tribes," has presented the most ex- 
haustive treatmeut on tlie distribution of these deines. 
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§ 13. Officiai, Order of the Tribes in the Secretary- 
ship DURING THE LAST ThrEE CENTURIES BEFORE ChRIST. 

With the year 293-2 B.C., the list of eponymous archons given 
by Dionysius of Halicarnassus ends. Diodorus Siculus carries us 
only through the year 302-1 B.C., and the newly discovered frag- 
ment of the ^Parian Chronicle fails us at practically the same 
time ; so that from the year 293-2 B.C. on, we have to construct 
an archon-list from the stray references in the later Greek writers 
and the names found in the Inscriptions. 

A glance at the lists of archons offered by Meier in his Com- 
mentatio Epigraphica Secunda, by Neubauer in his Commenta' 
tiones Epigraphicae, by Dumont in his Essai and Fastes 
Eponymiques^ by Unger in Philologus, Homolle in the Bul- 
letin, and Schoeffer in the Pavly-Wissowa Real-Encyclopadie 
will satisfy anyone that unanimity has not yet been attained. 
Nevertheless, there are certain groups of two or more archons 
whose order, if not dates, no one can dispute. Obviously, it is 
upon the secretaries, who held ofl&ce for the years designated by 
these groups, that we must depend for evidence as to the continu- 
ation or non-continuation of the ofl&cial order of their tribes during 
the three centuries under consideration. 

These secretaries and archons are as follows : 

I 



Year 
B,C, 


Archon 


Name and Deme of Secretary 


3 

4 
5 

6 

7 


Tribe 


303-2 

302-1 
301-6 

300-9 
299-8 


Leostratos 

Nikokles 
Klearchos 

Hegemachos 
Euktemon 


o-tos 
Ntktov ®€oS<jiipov TlXdiOevs 
MvT7<rap;([os ]ov Upo/Sa- 

A.to-tos 

®€6<t>iXo^ [Hcv]o[<^o)v]tos Kc^a- 
\rjOev 


Erechtheis 

Aigeis 
Pandionis 

*Leontis 
Akamantis 




11 


290-9 
289-8 

288-7 
287-6 


Diokles 
Diotimos 

Isaios 
Euthios 


U€vo<l>S)[y N]t#c€ov *AXatcvs 
AvaicTTpaTos 'AJ/owtto fx d)(Ov 
llauivt€v<s 

'Sava-Lfievrj^ 'Sava'LKvBov XoAa/o- 
ycvs 


4 
5 

6 

7 


Aigeis 
Pandionis 

*Leontis 
Akamantis 



1 Mitth. 1897, p. 183 ff. 
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III 



283-2 
282-1 



Menekles 
Nikias Otr. 



-\ f 



v<no^ 



®co8a>/oos Ava-iOiov [TpLKop 
' laoKpaTrj^ ' laoKpaTov ' AXcottc- 
KTJOev 



II 
12 



Aiantis 
Antiochis 



IV 



275-4 
274-3 



Polyeuktos 
Hieron 



X.aLp€<l>C^v ' Ap^ccr/oarov Ke^a- 

XrjOev 
^cuvvXog 'n.av<l>t\ov 'O^^cv 



7 
8 



Akamantis 
Oineis 



V 



242-1 
241-0 
240-9 



Kallimedes 
Thersilochos 



[KaA,]A.ta5 KaXXtaSov UXw^cvs 
^lo^oTo^ Atoyviyrov ^pedppLo^ 



4 

5 
6 



Aigeis 
*Paiidionis 
Leontis 



VI 



188-7 
187-6 
186-5 



Sym machos 

Theoxenos 

Zopyros 



^ Ap)(LKXTJq ®€oSiapOV ©OptKtOS 

Mcya/otcTOs Hvppov At^covcfiTJs 



6 

7 
8 



Akamantis 
*Oineis 
Kekropis 



VII 



169-8 
168-7 



Eunikos 
Xenokles 



*Ic/oci)W/x,[os] ^orjOov Kt/^io-icvs 
^pactos 



I 
2 



Erechtheis 
Aigeis 



VIII 



129-8 
128-7 
127-6 
126-5 

125-4 
124-3 

123-2 
1 22-1 



Lykiskos 




5 


^Ptolemais 


Dionysios 




6 ^Akamantis 


Theodorides 




7 *Oineis 


Diotimos 




8 *Kekropis 


Jason 


- ^AvaiiKpaTov 'EX€v<rmos 


9 Hippothontis 


Nikias and 




10 


*Aiantis 


Isigenes 








Demetrios 




II ^Antiochis 


Nikodemos 


'ETTtycnys 'ETrtyci^ov Oivatos 


I2i Attalis 

1 



IX 



1 19-8 

1 1 8-7 



Aristarchos 
Agathokles 



TcXco-Tiys MrySctov Uauivuvs 
EukX^S Hevav8pov Ai^a[A.t8iy]s 



3 

4 



Pandionis 
Leontis 



X 
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X 



Year 
B.C. 


Archon 


Name and Deme 
of Secretary 


Name and Dem£ of 
Priest ofSerapis 


Tribe 








"Tjt/Lt ... 








^rjfioa-L OS 


















r<^avo)8tos 'EA.cvo-t- 




137-6 




-j vLo\y\ 


Hippothontis 








(^ ArffJLT^TplO^ 




136-5 






'A<7TtaS TpiKOp-VCLOS 


Aiantis 


135-4 






Zi^voyv ' Ava^A,u<rTtos 


Antiochis 


134-3 






VE^Wrjv Sovvtcvs 


Attalis 


133-2 






[Krj]<t>L(roS<ji)po<s Aa/x,- 
TTTpev^ 


Erechtheis 


132-1 






M evavSpos ^lXoSt}^ 
AljokXyj^ Ilaiavicvs 


Aigeis 


131-O 






Pandionis 


130-9 






Sewv AcuKOVocvs 


Leontis 


129-8 


Lykiskos 




2(okA.^s <^A,vcus 


Ptolemais 


128-7 


Dionysios 




Ev^i;)Lta;(OS €k Kc/oa- 

/X,€(OV 


Akamantis 


127-6 


Theodorides 




AvKLCTKO's 'A;(apvcus 


Oineis 


126-5 


Diotimos 




^ AOrjvayopas McXt- 


Kekropis 


125-4 


Jason 


- ' AvaiiKparov 
*EA,cv(rtv«>s 


TCUV 

©cjo^avros 


Hippothontis 


124-3 


Nikias and 
Isigenes 




^rjp.rjTpio<i MapaOia- 
vtos 


Aiantis 


123-2 


Demetrios 






Antiochis 


I22-I 


Nikodemos 


' ETTty €^775 ' ETTtyc- 
vov Oivatos 


A(okA.^s TvpfieiSrj^ 


Attalis 


I2I-0 






ArjfirJTpLo^ Hepyaa^- 
C [A]a/jta>v €y Mvppt- 


Erechtheis 










120-9 






C [T]t7A.€<^os ' OTpvvc[us 


Aigeis 


1 19-8 






Atovvcrtos Ilatavtcvs 


Pandionis 


1 1 8-7 






Srjao-cas KoXcdv^^cv 
'Za)tA.]os <^Xv€vs 


Leontis 


1 1 7-6 






Ptolemais 


1 16-5 






J ^TpardSa/xos ©optKtos 
( Aiovijcnos S^T/TTtos 


Akamantis 


1 15-4 


Nausias 




Faios raiov ' A)(apvcvs 


Oineis 


1 14-3 






'AptCTtCOV McA-tTCVS 

' NtKooTparos Ilctpat- 


Kekropis 


1 13-2 






1 KaAAtVrpaTOS 'Epot- 
aOrys 


Hippothontis 

1 
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Year 


Archon 


Name and Deme 


Name and Dem-e of 


Tribe 


B.C. 


of Secretary 


Priest of Serapis 


1 1 2-1 






SeXetJKOs *Pa/Avov(no9 


Aiantis 


III-O 






^rjfXT^TpLos 'Ava<^Xv- 


Antiochis 


1 10-9 


Polykleitos 




Scixruov Olvatos 


Attalis 


109-8 


Jason 


'ETTK^aviys 'Etti- 
(jxivov Aa/A- 
TTTpevs 


'A 

Kr)<l>L(rU(as (Gen.) 


Erechtheis 


108-7 








Aigeis 


107-6 








Pandionis 


106-5 








Leoutis 


105-4 


Menoites 




'l'inr6vLKo[s 'iTTTToJvtK- 


Ptolemais 


104-3 


Serapion 


firj[TpLo]v 'I^t- 




Akamantis 






a-TLoiSrjs 







XI 



Year 



33-2 
32-1 
31-0 

30-9 
29-8 

28-7 



Archon 



Diodoros 

Lysandros 

Lysiades 

Demetrios 

Demochares 



Name and Deme of 
Secretary 



Fatos Fatov *AXat€vs 



\<t)VL€VS 



References 



% 



Tribe 



II Add. , 489b. 8 



IV 2, 489c. 



12 



Kekropis 



Attalis 



This evidence is conclusive. In all these groups except the 
last (XI), the tribes of the secretaries follow one another in the 
official order. Group V is the only one in which one might chal- 
lenge the disposition of the archons. If one does, he can cut it 
out altogether : he certainly cannot advance any arguments for a 
different disposition. All the other groups, except VIII, agree in 
their arrangement with that given in the Pauly-Wissowa Real- 
Encyc. In regard to VIII, Koehler's authority for the reading 
of C.I. A. Ill, 1014, seemed decisive. The dates to which these 
groups belong can also be assigned in a general sort of way. 
They are as follows : 

V, 242-1 B.C. 

VI, 188-7 B.C. 

VII, 169-8 B.C. 

VIII, 129-8 B.C. 



I, 303-2 B.C. 
II, 290-89 B.C. 

III, 283-2 B.C. 

IV, 275-4 B.C. 



IX, 119-8 B.C. 
X, 137-6 to 104-3 
B.C. 
XI, 33-2 B.C. 
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It will be seen that I— X are distributed with considerable regu- 
larity over the third aad second centuries before Christ. Of these 
groups. X is the only one that requires explanation. The list of 
names at the right liaud side is copied without alteration from 
Bulletin xvii (1893), P> ^^^^- It contains the names of Athenian 
priests of Serapis for the island of Delos. It is to be noticed, 
though it was not noticed by the editor, that the priests follow one 
another in the official order of the tribes to which they belong. 
If there were two priests for one year, they were both chosen from 
the same tribe. (See 137-6 B.C., 120-19 B-C, 116-5 B.C. and 
especially 113-3 B.C.). Just aii the official order distributed the 
secretaryship among the tribes, so it distributed the priesthood. 
But the analogy is closer still ; for in any given year the priest of 
Serapis and the secretary came from the same tribe. This is 
shown by three correspondences : 

1 (125-4 B-C and 124-3 B.C.). Nikias and Isigenes are 
shown by C.l.A. in, 1014 and Bull, XVI, (1892) p. 152. to have 
been joint archons for the year immediately following that of 
Jason. The secretary for Jason's year belonged to the ninth tribe, 
Hippothoutis (C.l.A. u, 460). Therefore, since the secretary for 
the next year but one after that of Nikias and Isigenes belonged 
to the twelfth tribe, Attalis (C.l.A. ui, 1014 and 11, 471, lines i 
and 6). it is certain that the secretary for Nikias and Isigenes' 
archonship belonged to the tenth tribe, Aianlis. Now, from an in- 
scription published in 'Aff^i-. 11, p. 134, and quoted by Homolleiii 
Bull. X. (1886) p. 17. ». I, we find that the priest of Serapis for 
the year of Nikias and Isigenes' archonship was Ai^/t^Tptos 
'Ep^o-i'ou MitpaQtovi-o's of the tribe Aiantis. 

2 (109-8 B.C.). The secretary who held office for the archon 
year of Jason lura IIoXu'iicX«roi' was 'E7ri</>anjs 'Etti^iivov Aa^7rrp*«'i of 
the tribe Erechlkeis (CI. A. 11, 461). The priest of Serapis for 

the same year was 'A Vi-q^KTiA'ut (Gen. )of the tribe £'rffi:A/A«j 

(Bull. VI, (1882) p. 323). 

3 (105-4 3nrt 104-3 B.C.). It is shown by C.l.A. 11, 465, lines 
28 and 33 that Serapion followed immediately after Menoites in the 
archonship. Therefore, the secretary for Serapion's archonship 
being Soi^o[*X]5i Aij;ijj[Tpio]u 'l^ionciSijs of the sixth tribe. Akaman- 
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tis, the secretary for Meiioite.s' year must have belonged to the fifth 
tribe, Ptolemais. Bull, vii, (1883) p. 368, shows that the priest of 
Serapis for the same year was "l7nroi'iKo[« 'I7r7r]oi;u(ov *A,«ru's of the 
tribe Ptolemais. 

Now, since we have seen that the tribes in the priesthood fol- 
lowed the official order for the whole period, and that in three 
different years well distributed over the period the tribe of the 
priest and the tribe of the secretary coincided, it follows directly 
that the tribes in the secretaryship for the whole period also fol- 
lowed the official order, and coincided with the tribes in the priest- 
hood throughout. Therefore, as a period for which the official 
order of the tribes in the secretaryship can be demonstrated, we 
may set down the 34 years between 138-7 B.C. and 104-3 B.C. 

The statement of the conclusions arrived at by a consideration 
of groups I-X is, that, wherever during the 200 years between 
304-3 B.C. and 104-3 B.C. we can determine the order of the 
secretaries, that order is the official order of the tribes to 
which they belong. 

A consideration of group XI will add a clause to this statement. 
It is obvious at once that, at the time to which this group belongs, 
a time customarily fixed at about 30 B.C., the tribes of the 
secretaries no longer followed the official order. Therefore, our 
new clause is: and that, when next after 104-3 B.C., or 
rather, as will appear later, after 96-5 B.C., /. e., in 30 B.C., 
we can determine the order of the secretaries, that order is 
not the official order. 

Groups I-X^ — i. e. , the periods during which we can determine 
the official order of the tribes in the secretaryship— being so 
numerous and so well distributed over the 200 years under con- 
sideration, there is a prima fade probability that the official order 
remained unbroken throughout tlie whole period. That proba- 
I bility I purpose to make a certainty by using the following Hst of 
\ secretaries and archons disposed upon the assumption that it was 
I a certainty. 
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To complete the list of secretaries, I give the following iiames 
which have not as yet been assigned to auy particular year, 

SECRETARIES. 



Name and Deme of 


Jie/erences 


Arc/ion 


- t/.4...,..pl«s - 


II, 3>o. 


-r]os 


— BoulXnyoprou — 


II. 3+2. 




- vri ■hM.t™ - 


II, 344- 




- ■Ap.,],:..^!..].- 


II, 345- 




II,37>. 


Thy mo chares 


VLoriiLmv Adv[aicos ? - 


IV 2,371c. 




II, 372. 


Hagnias 


n,joic[A]7S 'Att - - 


11, 373. 


Theophemos 


'Ap[0-TDfl«;((« 'ApiDTO 


11 Nov. Add., 373b. 


Lysiades 


[StJoSomo^ •a.^vo4,S^v - - 


", .377. 




HfioKkri'! U(pi - - 


II, 392. 


- iMTa Phanarchides 


K(>aAos Kc<t>d>iov [ -q]i 


II, 407, 




N«[a.]«p - - 


IV 2, 407b. 




- «v N.- - 


IV 2, 409b. 




0.0'AvrM [ - - e]cy 


II, 418. 


Dioiiysios 


'latrwv 'ApicTTOKJj) — — 


IV 2, 418b, 


Dionysios 


- io> 'AvvofifW - 


II. 430, 495, 




■HpoKAtW NaK - - 


11, 433- 


Achaios 


E5.^,„ - - 


IV 2, 463=, 


Phokion 



The dates of Group I, for which see p. 44, are fixed positively 
by the lists of archons given by Dionysius of Hal i earn assus, Dio- 
dorus Sicnlus and the Parian Chronicle. We are certain, there- 
fore, that in the year 303-2 B.C. the tribe which furnished the sec- 
retary was Erechtheis. The list on the right hand side contains the 
tribe.s disposed in the ofGcial order with Erechtheis in 303-2 
B.C. as a starting point. In constructing this list it is assumed 
that it was in 339-8 B.C. or thereabouts, that the tribe Ptolemais 
was added to the twelve previously existing, and given the 
seventh place in the ofEcial order between Leoutis and Akaman- 
tis. This date, 229-8 B.C., is the one for which there is most' 
evidence. It is also assumed that it was in 200 B.C. that the 
tribes Antigonis and Demetrias were dropped and the tribe Attalis 



' For best treatment of this point see the dissertation ot Mr, F. O. Bates, 
cited at p. 43 above. 
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added, and given the twelfth, or last place, in the official order. 
This date is sufficiently attested by Livy and Polybius to be quite 
certain. With the official order of the tribes in the secretaryship 
demonstrated for so many j^roups of years between 304-3 B.C. 
and 104-3 B.C., it would be strong testimony to its unbroken con- 
tinuation throughout, if the events, recorded in the inscriptions 
which give us the secretaries, as dated upon the supposition that 
the official order was unbroken, agreed in their chronological se- 
quence with the narratives of them found in the works of the 
later Greek historians. This agreement we have throughout. 
But we have stronger testimony still ; for in four widely separated 
years we can show that the secretary, who held office for each of 
these years, did, as a matter of fact, belong to the tribe postulated 
for that year by an unbroken official order. These four years are : 

(i) 268-7 B.C. 

(2) 168-7 B.C. 

(3) 125-4 B.C. 

(4) 97-6 B.C. 

(i) According to a notice prefixed to a fragment of Antigonos 
of Karystos, the philosopher Polemon died in the archonship of 
Philokrates (E[rwin] R[ohde], Literarisches Centralblatt, 1882, 
p. 58). The original Greek version of Eusebius' X/oovikci, and the 
Latin translation of them by Hieronymus, agree in assigning the 
death of Polemon to the year 268-7 ^C. (Vol. II, p. 120 and 121, 
ed. A. Schoene, 1866). The secretary for the year of Philokrates 
archonship was 'Hyiyo-iTTTros ' Apia-TOfuixov McXtrcvs (C.I. A. IV 2, 33 1 c.) 
of the tribe Demetrias, It will be seen from the list of tribes that 
the official order demands a secretary from Demetrias for the year 
268-7 B.C. 

(2) In the papyrus rolls from Herculaneum, Col. XXVII (Phil. 
Suppl. II, 1863, p. 543, quoted by Dumont, Pastes jfeponymiques 
d'Athenes, p. 18), we read : 

* AyafiT^a-Tiop Sk /xcra rrjv 11 c/oo-cws [aA,]a)(nv At . as vlos Av JloXvievov 
€7ri HcvokXcous TTfv dTToXvaLV Tov fitov €7roiiJ(raro. 

The battle of Pydna was fought on the Ronian^ 4th of Sept., 
or on the 22nd of June, of the Julian calendar, in the year 
168 B.C. (Mommsen, History of Rome, Vol. II, p. 355), and Per- 

^ This date is determined by an eclipse of the sun. 
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seus was captured a short time afterwards. This would be in the 
Attic year 168-7 B.C., and surely the Greek qiiuted above means 
nothing, if not that Xenokles was archon in that year. The 
secretary for the year of Xenokleii' archonship was Sflevt'Sijfios 
'A(rK(\liprui8ou Teiflpairtos of the tx\ki& Aigeis (C.I. A. rv 2. 44id.) 
According to the unbroken official order Aigeis should have the 
secretaryship in 168-7 ^.C. 

(3) Plilegon of Tralles (Mirabilia X ; Eenim Naturaltuni Scrip- 
tores, ed. Keller I, p. 75 f.) says : 

'Eytvnjffjj jftil ijri'Pci^ijs a.vhpayav(n, apxovTOi ' ASijin/tTiv 'Iriirovm, uira- 
rcvovTiav iii Pvi/t,)/ Mapnov IlXa(y)T{ov Jtai Awuiciov Kavtviov ... t^aiov kuI 
MafiKOV 9av\fiiov ^KoKieov. 

According to Moinmsen (C.I.L. r, p. 534 fO< 'he consuls for the 
year' 125-4 B-C. were, M, Plautius Hypsaeus and M. Fulvius 
Flaccus, and those for llie year 2—1 B.C., Octavius Augustus and 
M. PlautiiisSi!vamis(C.I.L. i, p. 548fO- Assufedito the last 
mentioned pair Baiter, Fasti Gonsulares, p. LX sq. (Cic. Op. ed. 
Orelli Vol. VIII), adds Q. Fahrici us and I,. Caninius Gallus. As 
Keller (praefatio, p. I,XV), says ; " neglegentioris librarii ab illo 
M. Plautio ad hunc allentm aberrasse videanliir. ' ' 

The secretary for the year of Jason's archonship was 
— ' AvaiiKpaTov 'EXEuo-tViot (C.I. A. 11, 460) of the tribe Hippo- 
tkontis. This tribe an unbroken official order demands for the 
year 125-4 B.C. 

(4) There is published in Bull, iv, (1880) p. 190, the following 
Delian inscription : 

"EpjutttaTai, ' A-iroWuivuLUTal, HotrnSmviairrtu', 01 ytvo/ievoi eiri tJjniTuii' 
TvaCtra KopvTJKlrni AcvrciXov Kai TLojtXiov AiNivt'ov Kpatrirau, iiii in'ijucA.ijToiJ 
5i T^i v-qirmi MijS«'ou toB MijSei'ou Iltipaleais, toi' 'HprncX^v avi6l)itav, 
iifilCpiiKTavTW JlpaKXfl Kal 'IriiXiKoi;. 

Cii. Cornelius I,entulus and P. Licinius Crassus were consuls at 
Rome in the year 97-6 B.C. (Mommsen C.I.I,, i, p. 537)- Evi- 
dently Medeios was epimeletes of Delos in the same year. Now, 

' I have followed Mommsen here rather than Baiter, who puts M. Plautins 
Hypsaeus and M. Fulvius Flaccus in 126-5 B.C.: for Mommsen's cakula* 
tions were made 25 years later, in i86j, and arv ba-sed upon more complete 
evidence. SchoefFer, Dumont. Homolle, Meier and others follow Mommsen 
likewise. 125-4 B-C. is. I think, to be a.scribed with certainty to Jason. 
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Medeios was epimeleles of Delos twice, once under the first 
archoiiship of Argeios (C.I. A. ii, 985D, 1. 13 and 14), and again 
under the second archonship of Argeios in the following year. 
On this point Homolle (Bull, iv, (1880) p. igi, n. 2), says : 

' " L' annee suivante. sous le deuxieme archontat d' Argeios, il 
remplit les ni&mes fonctions ; mais il s' agit ^videmment ici de la 
premiere im^iKao., puisqu 'ou n' a pas ^crit eir^itXijToC to SevrtpoF." 

This objectiou to the second fm/tiXtta will not hold ; for in 
C.I. A. II, 985D, 1. 30, there is no to StvTcpov added to distinguish 
the second archonship of Arg-eios. 

The secretary for the archo7iship of Medeios, between which and 
the second archonship of Argeios there fell three years, was ^tXiW 
*:AiWds 'EAiufTiVuHT, of the tribe Hippothontis (C.I. A. 11, 467). 
The secretary for Argeios' second year, therefore, belonged to the 
tribe Erechtheis, and this is the tribe required for 97-6 B.C. by an 
unbroken official order from 304-3 B.C. on. 

The coincidence between the tribe postulated for the secretary 
by the unbroken continuation of the official order, and the tribe 
which the inscriptions show to have held the secretaryship, in 
any one of the fotir years, would alone be sufficient, in the 
absence of evidence to the contrary, to make the unbroken con- 
tinuation of the official order all but certain. No uncertainty 
whatsoever reniaiiis when all four are considered together ; for, 
although there might be a difference of opinion as to whether 
Xenokles, Jason and the second Argeios belonged to the years 
168-7 B.C., 125-4 B.C., and 97-6 B.C., or to 167-6 B.C.. 126-5 
B.C., and 96-5 B.C. respectively, yet, when we string the three 
years on the official order of their tribes (which official order 
groups VII, VIII, IX, and X given above demonstrate), the in- 
tervals between the figures of each set of years make the former 
set alone possible. For instance, if Jason were put in 126-5 
B.C., as Baiter supposed, Xenokles would have to be put in 169-8 
B.C. But in Xenokles' archonship, Perseus King of Macedon 
was made a prisoner by the Romans, an event which did not take 

' I wish I kiiew Homolle's authority here. For if the second ^iri)iAeia of 
Medeios is not sufficiently vouched for, it might be thought that the official 
order of the tribes in the secretaryship stopped when tliat of the tribes in 
the priesthood of Serapis did, somewhere between 104-3 B.C. and loi-o 
B.C. (aeeCI.A. n, 985E, 1.57)- 
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place till after the battle of Pydiia in the early part of the Attic 
year 168-7 ^'C. Xeiiokles, therefore, could not have belonged 
to the year 169-8 B.C., nor Jason to the year J26-5 B.C. 

§ 14. rpafifiarev^ Kara TTpvraueCau. Fpa/x^aTeus tov 
Sijfiov. Uepl TO ^ijfia. 

It is perfectly evident that the persons said in the preambles of 
► decrees to have been secretaries were, during the third and second 
centuries, as during the fourth, all holders of one and the same 
ifXn- This the official order of their tribes proves. It is equally 
as evident that the person, said in the preamble to have been sec- 
retary, is identical with the secretary who had the decree pub- 
lished ; for the only object sought in putting his name in the 
preamble was to certify that the publication was made by him 
and was therefore of&cial. When, therefore, we find mentioned 
two different titles in connection with the pubiication of decrees 
it must be that they both belong to the same oEBcial. 

For these and other reasons, the conclusion was reached that 

ypo-fi/iaTEui T^i povXrjq and y/na/tfuiTEus Kara Trpnravfiav were different in 

title only. The same reasons prove that ypu/ifuiTeus itiiT-a irpvravfiav 

and ypuft/mrtv? tov S^^ou were titles for one and the same official ; 

for, just as in the jieriod between 358—6 B.C. or 354-2 B.C. and 318-7 

B.C., we find the officer who had the decrees published called, iu 

one decree ypa/ipiTtvs Kara Trpirrai'titii', and in another ypafipaj-Eus t^b 

^ouX^s, so. in the period between 307-6 B.C. and 237-6 B.C. (omit- 

I ting C.I. A. II, 415, and rv 2, 535d as uncertain), we find the officer 

I who posted up the decrees given, now the title ypafifiartis nara 

'. •rpvTavtiav, and again ypafifiuTtv^ Tou SiJ^ou, while all the time the 

es given in the preamble followed the official order of their 

I tribes. 

Of the inscriptions which have ypnfifiareis rot! 8^/umj, the follow 
I ing belong to the latter part of the fourth or the beginning of the 
' third century : C.I. A. ir, 373, 275, 282. 286, 293, 310, 367, 36S?, 
530; IV2, 296e, 318c, frg. b. , 1. 15, 374c, 513b, andsisi ; the follow- 
ing are dated, (Plut.), I^ives of the Ten Orators, p. 852E, in Anaxi- 
krates' archonship 307-6 B.C., C.I, A. iv 2, 345c, 1. 34 in Ourios' 
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archouship 285-4 B.C., C.I. A. 11,334111 Diomedon's archonship 
270-9 B.C., Diog. Laert., VII lof. in Arrheneides' archonship 
263-2 to 261-0 B.C. ?, andCI.A. IV 2, 385c, I. 28 iii HeUodoros' 
archonship 237-6 B.C. ; and the following are very doubtfully 
dated, C.I.A. 11, 415, circa 197 B.C., aud C.I.A. iv 2, 535d 
(where ypa/i^iaT«us to5 SjJ/aou should be read) ' tui' irpo Xptorov 

pai)iaj,Kuiv yjiovuiv ' . 

The two decrees which purport to be published by the ypo^fuiTets 
T^! (SouX^s Kni Tov Sijfiou are C.I.A. rr, 146 (356-336 B.C.), and 
C.I.A. II, 309 (post 290-89 B.C.). 

Koehler has restored the former thus : 

[rar 8e ypannnTea r]^s ;9ouA^s [tui toB S^/imu ? dwiypo^]! toSi to 

Instead of this Schaefer, De scrihis seiiatus populique Atheni- 
eiisium, p. 35f., suggests : 

[tov 8i ypaiifiaria t]^« jSouX^s [iv aKpOTr6X.fi avaypdilni^i, ToSt: to i/'^^ttr/ia 

C.I.A. II, 309 appears in the Corpus thus : 

[ivaypmlHU 8( TO ^ij(^L(Tfi]a rav ypapLfuiTia t^s jSfouX^s "oX tov SjJ/iou Kot 
crrj^crai tv ii'c[p]i«roAei, ei[s St rqv jrmjtrii' r^s otjJXjjs /itpiaai^ tiiu[sJ *Tri 
T0 SioiK-^irfei TO afaXiu/ia]. 

If T^s /3[ouX''i!] is correct, I think the following reading preferable, 
though by no means certain : i[of StKonTrjjJpioB Knra tous vo^[vs '] 

[avaypailiai &i t6Ss\ to i/'^(^io-;i]a tov ypap,p.aTea r^s ,3[ouA,5« (i" (rr?jA.g] 
[Xiflt'lvj; mil DT-^D-Jui tv aKpojToXa ' ei[! 8e tt)v Tror/triv TTJt (TT^A!ijs] 

[;ll£pl<rutj TOu[s] tTl T^ SlOlK^ff^K TO aVoAlU/iCl], 

This has the merits at least of supplying two important parts of 
the formula, ToSe, and Iv ox^Ag AifltVij, and of making the last three 
complete lines of equal length, as is usual in (rroixtj86v inscriptions 
of this time. As printed in the Corpus, the lengths range all the 
way from line 15, which has 35 letters, to line 35, with 42. The 
new readings promised by A. Wilhelm will probably change the 
restorations materially. Whatever the correct readings in C.I.A. 
II, 146 and 309 may be, it is safe to say that they are not those of 
the Corpus ; for these identify the ypa/i/tuTtus t^s ^ouA^sr koI tov 

Sij/iou with tlie ypap-ftarciiq T^s ^truX-^i, ypa/LftaTeii^ tov S'^/iov or 

ypap.fiaTti>i Kara TrpvTavciav, as he IS diiferently named, and this is 
impossible. 
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111 only one case is the title ypn/i/ioTeis roE 8^f«iu found except in 
connection with the publication of decrees. This is in C.I. A. 11, 
329 (273-1 ? B.C.). Here among the officers of a prytany 
and of the senate commended by the 8§;i«)« is included the 
ypofi^Ttu! Tov Sij/Aou, Neoptolemos. Ill several other decrees of the 
same character -such as C.I. A. 11, 393 and 394 (post 229-8 B.C.), 
431, 1. 45 (220-9 BC.), and 441 — the title found is ypa/i^arevs t^s 
^ouX^g ical tov 8^/u«i (see § 16). It is possible that ypa/i/inrtls To5 

S^/Mu is but an abbreviated form of this title. In that case 
Neoptolemos had nothing to do with the publication of decrees, 
and conld under no circumstances have had the title y^/n^rtis 
Kara itft\iTa.vtlav applied to him. As analogous variations from 
the title y/in^fiaTevs r^s (SouA^s (tai Toii SiJ/iou, we may cite in A. 
Wilhelm. Bericht, p. 6f ypQ/i^ret? t<^ ^'h^% in C.I. A. 11, S6g 
(circa 380 B.C.), ypa/ifiaTtvi rg ^ovXji Kai toj &j/ti[i and in C.I. A. 
IV 2. 872b (probably a little later), in, 1038 (circa 175 A.D.), 
III, 1045 (circa 180 A.D ), ypa/i/iaTtis iSduX^s. These facts 
merely indicate that, except in stereotyped formulae, the title 
of a .secretary was not rigidly fixed. It ma}- be, on the 
other hand, that the ypamiariin tov S^^iov mentioned in C.I. A. n, 
329, is the one more commonly designated ypn^ifxnT-eus Kara jrpvravciav. 
In this case, he is, of course, different from the -ypa^i^reis r^s 
^ovA^s Kal j-oC Sij/iou found in O.I. A. 11, 393, 394, 431, and 441. 

From the time the title ypafifxaTtm tov Sijfiou disappears, the 
ypafipaTtv^ Kara irpirravtiav Continues to be alone connected with the 
publication of decrees. Elsewhere, this same ofEcer is found 
among the lists of tiie &ta■tTo^, or annual officers. He is given his 
stereotyped title ypafii4aTtv; Kara, wpvTaveCav ill two of these lists only 
(C.I. A. Ill, 1030 and 1038). In the rest, all of which belong to 
the latter part of the second, or the beginning of the third century 
after Chri.st (C.I. A. in, 10, 1020, 1029, 1031, 1032, 1034, 1040, 
1041, 1042, 1048, 1051, 1064, and 1073), the same officer is called 
■mpi TO firjiui. This probably was the title by which he was pop- 
ularly known at that time. The identity of the person called 
ypafiflar^^ Kara irpvra.vtiay aild ffepi to 0^fUL is siiowii, (i) by the fact 
that ill the lists of the dto-iroi, when one appears, the other is 
absent, and (2) by C.I.A. iii, 10 (209-10 A.D.), Where in the pre- 
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amble of the decree, 'PoSwv KoAAxbrov Mapa^wvtos is said to have 
been secretary, while in the list of annual officers, dto-trot, posted 
at the end of the decree, he is designated Trcpt ro Prjfm, 

§ 15. rpa/X/XaTCV9 €7ri TOV9 I'O/XOVS. 

The secretary who comes second in the treatment of Aristotle 
may have had this title. His duties were much the same in 
regard to the vofwi, as were those of the ypafifiaTtvs Kara irpvravtuiv 
in regard to the i/oy^^io-fuiTa. The ypafifiarev^ Kara irpvTaveiaVf how- 
ever, had to have certain of the \pri4>i<Tiw.ra inscribed on stone, 
whereas none of the vo/aoi were so treated. It is, indeed, entirely 
owing to the fact that so many of the il/rj<l>L(rfjLaTa have come down 
to us in this way, that we are able to add to the knowledge 
concerning their curator which we derive from Aristotle. Had 
we as many laws, we might be able to do the same for the 
ypafjifmrevq itrl rov^ vofwvs ; as we have none, we are obliged to con- 
tent ourselves with what Aristotle tells us. 

§ 16. Tpafifiareifs rrj^; fiovXrjs /cat tov St^/xov. 

This is a title found, with one exception, only in the class of 
inscriptions called by Koehler * catalogi prytanum ' . Of these 
catalogi there are three sets : 

(i) Those of the first set belong to the fourth century B.C., 
and were inscribed upon offerings dedicated by the prytanes in re- 
turn for honors awarded them by the senate and people. At the 
end of the list of prytanes, the name of the ypafifiarevs rrj<i povXrjs 
KoX TOV 8TJfjLov is frequently, though not invariably, given. Of these 
names we have the following : 

C.I. A. II, 865 (early part of 4th cent.). Pandionis. 

[ypafi]fjLaT€Vi ry fiovXrj Kal tw 8i//x,q) 
.... Xei^rfs ^LkoOripov i$ Otov. 

C.I. A. II, 867 (378-7 B.C.). Akamantis. 

- - €y]/)a/x,[/x,]aTeucv ry pov\^[^L Kal tS 3i//uia)L]. 

C.I. A. II, 869 (middle of 4th cent.). Antiochis. 

ypafifiarev^ T-fj^ fiovXrj^ Kal tov St^/jlov 
XIpovaTTiys lIpo$€vov XIpoo-TraXTtos. 
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C.I. A. II, 870 (middle of 4th cent.). Aigeis. 

[BX]€7rvpos ? HeiOavSpov HaioviSrjs, 

C.I. A. IV 2, 871b (middle of 4th cent.). Pandionis. 

ypafifiarev^ nrj^ l3ov[\'^i Ka]l rov Si/fiov 
Acopos Sftticv^ov McA.tT€VS. 

C.I. A. IV 2, 872b (undated). Leontis. 

ypafifi[aT€v^'\ fiovX^s 

Excepting the oflScials chosen from among the prytanes them- 
selves {e.g.,, TafjLias T^s <l>v\rjsy (rvAAoyct^, UpoirotOL^ the [dvTi]ypa<^€us 
(C.I. A. II, 865), and the ypafifMiTevg rr}^ povX-qs koI tov S^fiov are 
the only oflScers mentioned in these lists. The dvTtypa<^cvs held 
oflSce for a year (Aeschin. Ill, 25). 

(2) The inscriptions of the second set are distributed over the 
third and second centuries before Christ. In them, the lists of the 
prytanes and oflScers are attached to the decrees of the senate and 
people in which they are commended. Besides the names of the 
prytany oflScers (e.g.y ra^ta^, ypa/i/AaT€u5, Upevq rov iirtovvfiov), there 
are given those of some of the state oflScers, such as 6 rafuas rrjs 

fiovXrj^y 6 KYJpv$ rrj^ povXrj^ koI tov 8?Jftov, 6 U7roypaft/AaT€V5, and among 

them, the ypaft/Aarcvs n^s Pov\rj^ kol tov Bi^fiov, Of the latter there 
are found the following : 

C.I. A. II, 393 (post 229-8 B.C.). 

[6 ypa/x,fuiTc]v5 Tiys ^ovX^s Koi tov ^fiov 
2oMn7r7ro9 ----- evq, 

C.I. A. II, 394 (post 229-8 B.C.). Hippothontis. 

[6 ypafifjLaT€vs t^s I3ov\yj^ kol tov Siyj/xov 
^avo - - - - . 

C.I.A. II, 431, 1. 45 (220-9 B.C.). Leontis. 

[6 ypafifJL]aT[€v^ t^s] Pov\[rj^ Koi tov Si^fiov] 

C.I.A. II, 441 (undated). • 

6 ypafifw.T€v^ [jV^ povXrj^ koX tov 817/iOv] 

For C.I.A. II, 329 see above p. 65. 
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f3) The inscriptions of the third set belong to the second cent- 
ury after Christ. In them, aloug with the names of the prytanes 
and their officers, appear those of the offfirot. and among the lat- 
ter, in the following inscription.'?, is found the ypn^fuiTnis 
iSouX^e (£ai 8:7^011: C.I. A. [ri, loag (167-8 A. D.). 1030 (168-9, 
A.D.), 1031 (169-70 A. D.), 1032(170-1 A.D.), 1034 (170-1 A.D.), 
1040 (183-4 A.D.). 1041 (185-8 A D.J, 1042, 1044, and 1048. In- 
stead of ypaftfUiTtvs |3oiiX^? icoi S^/Wou, in C.I. A. Ill, IO38 (175 ? 
A.D.) and 1045, is found the abbreviated title ypanfiarfm /imiKij^. 
There can be no doubt as tf> the identity of tJie two. 

The one inscription iu which the title ypafifiaTtli t^s pookijs mu 
Tot S^/tou occurs, outside of the ' catalogi prytanum ', is C.I. A. 11, 
488 (about 30 B.C.). Here, at the end of a decree, i.s read: 

[rojuTO TO [i/'^<^Hr/ia iv Mupi jcg a iirl t[ou! oirXttras OTpftrijyo! koi 

itj^pv^ [t^s «]^ 'Aptiou wdyov 0o\yX,{j^ Kal o ypa/ifiaTiin r^s] ^ouX^s tal 
Tov S^^ou. What they are to do with the <pij(f>iiTii.a is not known. 

It is, therefore, apparent that there existed at Athens, dimng 
the fourth, third, second, and iiryt centuries before Christ, and dur- 
ing the second century after Christ, an official called ypn^piTtus 
^avXrji Koj. S^fiov. Was the apxv li^ld by the persons denoted by 
this title the same duriug the whole period ? There can be no 
reasonable doubt that it was. If so, it is evident that it was an 
annual office. After Christ it certainly was ; otherwise, the name 
of its holder would not appear among those of the diircToi. Now, 
among the ata-iToi there is found the name of no officer, who in the 
last four centuries before Christ is known to have held office for 
the time of one prytany only. Any that were prytany officers in 
earlier times, eg:, ypafi/ioTeu? ^ouAturui', are mentioned among the 
prytanes themselves. On the other hand, among the itiriToi are 
found several officer-;, who iu the L-enturies before Christ were 

yearly magistrates, e.g'., ypa/iitareu-i Kara TrpOTavtiay, a.vTiypaii>evi. 

These facts go to show that prytany offices remained prytany 
offices, and annual offices remained annual offices throughout this 
whole period. The inference may therefore be drawn that, dur- 
ing the fourth century, B.C., the y/ji/i/Mrtu! ^ouX^s na! 8^;*ou was 
an annual magistrate. Hence, at the time Aristotle wrote the 
'Adrjvaioiv UokirtOx, there existed at Athens a yearly secretary with 
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fthat name. The ypamiarai ^ovX^s xaj. S-^fwv must, therefore, 
one of the three described by him. He is clearly not the 
I first. The second had the laws under his care and had nothing 
I whatever to do with the prytaues. He can only be the third, the 
t one of whom Aristotle says (Ath. Pol. 54, 5) : x^porovtl Si «ui 
t Stjfioi ypofi/jjXTia tov ivayvimoiicrov aJriji (i.e. ti^ B^fUf^ Kiii rjj ^ovk-^,Kal 
lUTOi oiScvo^ iari xvpio^ oAA' 1; ToiJ arayvCivaJ.. 

Why then is his name found in the 4th century ' catalog i pry • 
ianitm'? The same question must be asked in the case of the 
I Amypat^cvi. The ivnypaificvs presented to the people, at the end of 
I each prytany, the acconuts of the mone}' received and expended 
by the prytanes. The ypaft^Tciis ^ovkiji mai SiJ^ou read to the peo- 
ple, at the request of the presiding prytanes, all documents such 
as TTpoPovKfvfMTa, ^<f>l<rpaTa, etc. What is there surprising in the 
■ presence of their names among those of the prytanes adjudged to 
I have acquitted themselves best during the year ? Their reports 
I and attainments would, no doubt, have done much to secure the 
[ honours for the prytanes in question. It is noteworthy, in this 
I connection, that the ypafi^rtus ffavKij-: koI SiJ^uou was chosen by 
popular election, not by lot. Not every citizen could make his 
voice heard throughout the ekklesia, and the S^/xos must at least 
hear the proposals of the prytanes. 

When the secretary under consideration is bidden to read a 
I document, he is usually called simply 5 ypa^u/MTm's (C.I. A. 11, 
ii4A,1.9f., Aeschin. Ill, 100, Dem.XX, p.485, Thucyd. VII. 10, 
I where the r^s irdXems is bracketed by Herwerden, Stahl and Hude, 
I Sandys Ath. Pol.,Ch. 54. sn.). In (Pint.) Lycurg. S41F he is called 
I ypo^fWTtvs r5s TToAetu^. In A. Wilhclra, Bericht, p. 6f. he is called 
f ypa/inartiti Tif S^Hf, ail abridgement of what in C.I. A. It, 865, 
[867, and 870, we find as ypufifwrcus t^ ^ouX^ ncai rifT 8^/im. So in 
I C.I. A. ri, 329, ypaji/iartus ^ouX^t Kal 8^/uju is perhaps abbre- 
I viated to ypamviriv^ toE S-^fiov, and in C.I. A. rv 2, 872b, iii, 
I 103S, aud 1045, to ypifi/MTiii r^^ ;8oip\ijs. The probability is that 
I he had no fixed title at all, but was most commonly called 
I ypappar^i t^s ^oukrji koI tov S^pao. The uniqueness of his duties 
1 would distinguish him sufiiciently in any case. 



70 The Athenian Secretaries, 

These duties were to read letters, new laws, psephismata, pro- 
bouleumata and other documents of all kinds to the senate and 
assembly. Outos ovhtv6% ia-vL Kvpio^ dAA' ^ rov dvayvwvat, says Aris- 
totle. His name is, therefore, wrongly restored in C.I. A. ii, 146, 
and 309, and he is wrongly identified with the ypaft/xarcus rov 
817/utov found in the inscriptions cited above, p. 63f. ; for he was 
not the officer who attended to the publication of decrees. 

§ 17. TpainiaTev^ Trpvrdv^oiv. rpa/x/xorev? ^SovXcvroii/. 

In the ' catalogi prytanum ' of the second set, there is mentioned 
a secretary with the title ypafifmrev^ Trpyrdveuiv, In those of the 
first set, this name is wanting. The presumption is that he did 
not exist in the fourth century. In the three following centuries 
he was a member of the presiding prytany (C.I. A. 11, 329). It is 
unlikely that he was elected by lot. His associate, the rafttas, 
certainly was not (C.I. A. 11, 431). His duties were ras OvaCa^ 

6v€Lv Tracras ras KaOrfKOvara^ iv ry trpvTav^ia virip T€ rrj^ fiovXrjs koX 
Tov Sijfiov ' iirLfieXelaOaL 8k kol rCiv aX\<Dv dirdvTfov (C.I. A. II, 43 1). 

In the third set of * catalog! prytanum \ an official correspond- 
ing to the ypafipjCLTCv^ TTpvTdveiov, but with the title ypaft/wareus 

povXevTtav, appears. There can be no reasonable doubt that he is 
the same. He is still a prytany officer, and is not registered 
among the dfo-tTot. 

§ 18. Fpa/x/xarevg tcjv rafiiciv Trj<; Oeov. rpa/x/xarcw? t(oj/ 
TafjLLCJp T179 0€ov KOL tS)v aXK(i)v deSiv. 

For the period 434-3 to 407-6 B.C. inclusive, we have a 
tolerably complete list of the secretaries of the treasurers of 
Athens. It is as follows : 



Secretaries of the Treasurers of Athena. 
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During two periods, 434-3 to 430-29 B.C. inclusive, and 416-5 
to 413-2 B.C. inclusive, the tribes of the secretaries follow one 
another in the reverse of their ofl&cial order. 

For the next number of years, the treasury boards of Athena 
and of the Other Gods were united, and had a secretary in com- 
mon. Of these secretaries the following remain : 



Year 
B.C. 



406-5 

40.S-4 

404--3 
403-2 

402-1 

401-0 

400-9 

399-8 

398-7 
397-6 

396-5 
395-4 
394-3 
393-2 
392--1 

391-0 
390-9 
389-8 
388-7 
387-6 



Name and Dente of 
Secretary 



— — as KoAAvTcv? 
KAciitrot^os Ev(uv[vficvs] 

®€pai[X.o]x'^ Otvaios 
Xatp[t]a)v 'EXeuo-tvtos 

"yLvrfo-Upo^ ^ A6fJLOV€v[y] 
Mo/)v;(09 BovraSi^s 



— —ptfs *A<^t8vau)s 
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Tribe of 
Secretary 



*Akamantis 

*Leontis 

*Pandionis 

Aigeis 

Erechtheis 
*Antiochis 

Aiantis 

Hippothontis 

Kekropis 

Oineis 
*Akamantis 
*Leontis 
^Pandionis 
*Aigeis 
*Erechtheis 
*Antiochis 

Aiantis 
*Hippothontis 
*Kekropis 
*Oineis 



For the period 403-2 to 390-89 B.C. at the very least, the 
tribes of the secretaries follow one another in the reverse of the 
official order, and it is probable that it was of twenty years dura- 
tion so as to complete two sets of tribe rotations. The date, at 
which the beginning of the twenty year period must be fixed, lies 
between 407-6 B.C. and 403-2 B.C. 406-5 B.C., the first of a 
Panathenaic Penteteris, is prima facie the most probable year ; 
for, as we are dealing with the secretary of the joint board of 
treasurers, twenty years, starting from 385-4 B,C., the first year* 

^ This inscription is now dated precisely. 
> See C.I. A. II, 667. 
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in which we know that the union of tlie boards no longer existed, 
take us at ouce beyond 403-2 B.C. Indeed, 406-5 B.C. is the 
year assigned by Hans Lehner (Uber die athenischen Schatz- 
verzeichnisse des vierten Jahrhunderts. Bonn, 1880. p. 12 ff.) and 
by Paul Panske (De magistratibus Atticis qui saeculo a. Chr. 
n. quarto pecuiiias pubUcas curabaut. Leipz. Stud. XIII, i8go, 
p. 4 ff.) for the consolidation of the boards. The evidence 
for this date is i that C.I. A. iv 2, 64zb compels us to assume that 
the boards were already joined in 404-3 B. C. ; that Andocides, De 
Myst. 77 refers to a joint board in 405-4 B.C. ; that the treasur- 
ers of Athens for the year 407-6 B.C. do not, as usual, name their 
successors ; that, at the end of the year 407-6 B.C., of the gold 
and silver offerings cared for by the treasurers of Athena, all 
kept in the Pronaos, and many of those kept in the Par- 
thennn and Hekatompedon, were handed over to the Hel- 
lenolamiai to meet the expenses incurred in fitting out the 
fleet to fight at Arginousai ; that the Old Temple of Athena, in 
the Opisthodomos of which were stored the precious things cared 
for by the treasurers of the Other Gods, was burnt down in the 
early part of the year ; that what remained of the offerings afterthe 
fire, was put, with what was left of Athena's treasures, in the 
Hekatompedon ; that the treasurers both of Athena and of 
the Other Gods, at the end of their term of office in the early part 
of 406-5 B.C., were lying in prison on a charge, of negligence we 
may suppose, in connection with the burning of the temple. 
When the treasures were for the great part gone, and when those 
that remained were all stored in one room, it is not surprising 
that a single board of caretakers was thought sufficient. 

So, when the construction of the Long Walls, in 393 B.C., and 
the peace of Antalkidas, in 387-6 B.C., brought commercial pros- 
perity to Athens, and Thrasyboulos, in 390-89 B.C., wou back 
tribute-paying dependencies for the city, the administration of the 
finances would demand a board of treasurers to replace the Hel- 
lenotamiai. Moreover, upon the rebuilding of the Old Temple 
of Atheti^, alluded to by Aristophanes in Plutus rigiff. (388 
B.C.), a board of trea.surers would be required to care for the 
money, and gold and silver offerings again undoubtedly stored 



74 



The Athenian Secretaries, 



there. It is not surprising that 387-6 B.C., being the last year of 
a Panathenaic Penteteris, and the last in the second set of tribe ro- 
tations, ended the period of the joint board of treasurers and of 
the reverse of the ofl&cial order of the secretaries' tribes. 

After 387-6 B.C. came a period, we know not of what leng^, 
in which, neither the reverse of the official order, nor the official 
order itself, guided the tribes in their turns to the secretaryship 
of the treasurers of Athena. This is indicated by the tribe of the 
secretary for 376-5 B.C., Ev^tas Ilcurtov Ki^ttios, of the tribe Leontis 
(C.I.A. II, 670,671). In the year 351-0 B.C., however, as the 
following list shows, we encounter a new system. 



Year 
B.C. 


Name and Deme of 
Secretary 


References 


Tribe of 
Secretary 


351-0 


* Ayd$vfjL(ys ^ABeLfidvTov 
®v/iuitTa(8iys) 


II, 698. 


Hippothontis 


35C^ 






^Aiantis 


349-8 


Hiari^s ®opai€v^ II, 698. 


Antiochis 


348-7 






*Erechtheis 


347-6 






*Aigeis 


346-5 






*Pandionis 


345-4 






^Leontis 


344-3 






*Akamantis 


343-2 






^Oineis 


342" I 






*Kekropis 


341-0 


— - Lfiaxov ' EA.eu(rtv(tos) 


II, 703- 


Hippothontis 


340-9 


— - xJpctTovs TplKOpV- 


II, 703. 


Aiantis 




<rL{og) 







For the years 351-0 to 340-39 B.C. inclusive, the secretaries* 
tribes follow, not the reverse of the official order as before, but the 
official order itself. When this system was introduced, and how 
long it lasted, we cannot even conjecture. The treasury boards 
in the latter part of the fourth century B.C. lost much of their 
former importance, owing to the vestment of supreme financial 
authority in the persons of new officers. Consequently, the 
boards are rarely met with in inscriptions of this period, and after 
340-39 B.C. we are unable to give the deme of a single secretary. 

I have no comment to make on the ypafifmrevs "EWrivorafulov or 
the ypajn/xttTcvs rtov rafuiav twv aAAwv Oetov. The official order cannot 
be shown to have had anything to do with the distribution of either 
of these officers among the tribes. The tribe of the ypa/xfuiTcv? 
Ota-fjLoOiTiov can in no case be determined. 
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Th« Tribes with their Respective Demes. 

Erechtheis. 

Agryle, Anagyrous, Euonymon, Kedoi, Kephisia, Lamptrai, 
Pambotadai, Pergase, Phegous, Sybridai, Themakos. 

Aigeis. 

Ankyle, Araphen, Bate, Diomeia, Erchia, Erikeia, Gargettos, 
Halai Araphenides, Hestiaia, Ikaria, lonidai, Kollytos, Kolonos, 
Kydantidai, Myrrhinoutta, Otryne, Phegaia, Philaidai, Plotheia, 
Teithras. 

Pandionis^ 

Angele, Graes, Kaletea, Konthyle, Kydathenaion, Kytheros, 
Myrrhinous, Oa, Paiania, Phegaia, Prasiai, Probalinthos, Steiria. 

Leontis, 

Aithalidai, Cholleidai, Deiradiotai, Eupyridai, Halimous, He- 
kale, Hybadai, Kettos, Kolone, Kropidai, Leukonoe, Oion Ker- 
ameikon, Paionidai, Pelekes, Phrearrhoi, Potamos, Skambonidai, 
Sounion. 

Akamaniis. 

Cholargos, Eiresidai, Eitea, Hagnous, Hermos, Iphistiadai, 
Kephale, Kerameikos, Kikynna, Kyrteidai, Poros, Prospalta, 
Rhakidai, Sphettos, Thorikos. 

Oineis, 

Acharnai, Boutadai, Epikephisioi, Hippotomadai, Kothokidai, 
Lakiadai, l/5usia, Oe, Perithoidai, Phyle, Ptelea, Thria, Tyr- 
meidai. 

Kekropis, 

Aixone, Athmonon, Daidalidai, Epieikidai, Halai Aixonikai» 
Melite, Phlya, Pitbos, Sypalettos, Trinemeia, Xypete. 
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Hippothontis, 

Acherdous, Amymone, Anakaia, Auridai, Azenia, Dekeleia, 
Elaious, Eleusis, Eroiadai, Hamaxanteia, Keiriadai, Koile, Ko- 
pros, Korydallos, Oinoe, Oion Dekeleikon, Peiraieus, Pol — , 
Sphendale, Thyniaitadai. 

Aiantis, 

Aphidna, Kykala, Marathon, Oinoe, Perrhidai, Phaleron, 
(Psaphis), Rhamnous, Thyrgonidai, Titakidai, Trikorynthos. 

Antiochis, 

Aigilia, Alopeke, Amphitrope, Anaphlystos, Atene, Besa, Eitea, 
Ergadeis, Eroiadai, Kolone, Krioa, I^kkon, Leukopyra, (Melai- 
nai), Pallene, (Pentele), Phyrrhiiiesioi, Semachidai, Thorai. 

Antigonis, 

^*Agryle, Aithalidai, Deiradiotai ?, Eitea, Gargettos, Ikaria, 
Kydathenaion, *Lamptrai, *Paiania. 

Demetrias. 

Atene, Hippotomadai, Koile, Kothokidai, Melite, Thorai, 
Xypete. 

Ptolemais, 

Aigilia, Akyaia, Aphidna, Berenikidai, Boutadai, Eunostidai, 
Hekale, Hyporeia, Ikaria, Klo — , Kolone, Konthyle, Kydanti- 
dai?, Melainai, Oinoe, Pentele, Perrhidai, Petaliai, Phlya, Pros- 
palta, *Semachidai, Themakos, Thyrgonidai, Titakidai. 

Attalis. 

Agryle, Ankyle?, Apollonieis, Atene, Athmonon, Hagnous, 
Korydallos, Oinoe, Oion Dekeleikon, Probalinthos, Sounion, 
Tyrmeidai. 

^ The star signifies that the deme had two parts, one of which remained in 
the old tribe. That none but divided demes could belong to two tribes at the 
same time, has been shown by Mr. F. O. Bates in the dissertation cited 
at p. 43 above. 
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